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NOTES. 

AGRICULTURE—B. (PRINT), OCTOBER 1931. 

Pro. Nos. 210—254. 


RESTRICTIONS ON THE IMPORT OF COFFEE INTO INDIA. 


Pro. No. 210. —From the Government of 

Madras, No. 771, dated the 27tu April 
1929. 

Please see the discussions leading to our tele¬ 
gram No. 179-Agri., dated the 1st February 
1929. (Agri., B., Feb. 1929, Nos. 22-27). The 
Government of Madras agree that the prohibi¬ 
tion of import of coffee need not be made A11- 
India in scope and that for the present the case 
will be adequately met by prohibiting the import¬ 
ation of all coffee into South India unless it is 
roasted or ground. Action on the following 
lines has now to be taken: — 

(i) to prohibit the importation cf ciffee, 
other than roasted and ground whe¬ 
ther in bag's or not, into all the ports of 
the Madras Presidency, 

(ii) to secure the co-operation of the 
Indian States of Mysore, Travancore 
and Cochin and invite them to prohi¬ 
bit its importation through their 
ports, 

(iii) to arrange for the prohibition of its 
import through Foreign Settlements 
like Pondicherry, Karikal and Mar- 
magoa on their land frontiers concern¬ 
ed, and 

(iv) to exempt, from the prohibition con¬ 
templated in No. (i) above, imports of 
coffee from Marmagoa to Mangalore 
provided it is certified by a represen¬ 
tative of the United Planters Associa¬ 
tion of South India that it is coffee 
produced in Mysore and is being 
imported for purposes of curing and re¬ 
export only. 

2. The Legislative Department have to be 
consulted whether the action contemplated 
above can, so far as British India is concerned, 
be taken under the existing Destructive Insects 
and Pests Act of 1914. But before 
this is done the Commerce Department 
may be consulted, with reference to para. 3 of 
Sir Geoffrey Corbett’s note of 5th January 1929 
(B., Feb., 1929, Nos. 22/27), whether there is a 
customs cordon on all the land frontiers con¬ 
cerned to enforce the prohibition or whether an 
effort should first be made to secure prohibition 
through foreign ports. The Agricultural Advi¬ 
ser last saw the case on the 2nd June 1928 and 
may also perhaps see (B., July 1928, Nos. 128/ 
139). The Foi'feign and Political Department 
should see last of all, when action regarding 
British India has been taken, to invite the co¬ 
operation of Indian States. 
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3. It is also for consideration whether, m view 
of the fact that it is proposed to prohibit the 
imports of coffee into the ports of the Madras 
Presidency only, it should not be left to the 
Madras Government to prohibit ;he imports by- 
local legislation so far as British India is con¬ 
cerned. In a similar case dealing with the 
question of the compulsory submission of statis¬ 
tics of tea, coffee and rubber (B., Jany. 1923, 
Nos. fc-12, B., Sept. 1923, Nos. 29-37), it was 
left to the Madras Gover nm ent to undertake 
the necessary legislation for their own province 
as the necessity for the proposed legislation did 
not exist in Northern India. The Commerce 
and Legislative Departments may he requested 
to advise in this matter. The Foreign and 
Political Department will of course have to 
address the Government of the Foreign Settle¬ 
ments and Indian States later. 

E. B. H.,—5-6-29. 

M. I. Rahim, —14-6-29. 

1. Qn the assumption that only the States 
mentioned by the Madras Government need be 
addressed, the action suggested in para. 1 of 
the office note may, I think, be taken, subject 
possibly to modification as suggested at ‘X’ 
below; but A. A. should see the file and say 
whether he agrees. If the action here suggest¬ 
ed is taken, this difficult case will perhaps re¬ 
ceive a fairly satisfactory solution; even under 
the arrangements proposed it will still be pos¬ 
sible to import coffee landed at British Indian 
ports outside the Madras Presidency into 
Madras overland, but it is very unlikely that 
coffee will in fact be so imported, and such 
import could not in any case be prohibited as 
it can be over the land frontiers of Madras, Pon¬ 
dicherry, Karikal and Marmagoa, since coffee 
imported at non-Madras ports in British India 
will not pass any customs cordon before enter¬ 
ing Madras territory. The A. A. may please 
comment particularly on the three following 
points :i— 

(a) The suggestion made by the local Gov¬ 
ernment as to the procedure to be 
adopted with coffee exported to Manga¬ 
lore for curing prior to reshipment; the 
suggestion miade by the local Govern¬ 
ment is a new one, but appears feasi¬ 
ble and suitable; 

( b ) the tentative suggestion made by the 
local Government that it may be neces¬ 
sary tp introduce legislation in order to 
enforce the proposed arrangements. 
When the Madras Government first 
wrote up about this case (B., April 
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1926, Nos. 85-88), they never suggest¬ 
ed that legislation, would be necessary, 
and so far as I can see, the suggestion 
which was then made, for the amend¬ 
ment of the notification of 22nd June 
1922 (A., January 1923, Nos. 1-15, F , 
240/21), will be sufficient; and 
whether, if the Foreign and Political 
Department agree, it would not be 
better to ask Pondicherry, Karikal 
and Marmagoa to prohibit the import 
of coffee, other than roasted and 
ground, into their ports, rather than 
to prohibit the import of such coffee 
from those Settlements into Madras 
by arrangements on the land frontiers 
concerned. Sir Geoffrey Corbett in 
his note of 5th January 1929 (B., Feb. 
1929. Nos. 22-27), suggested the latter 
course, but if the Foreign and Political 
Department think that these Foreign 
Settlements would agree to the former 
course, it would perhaps be advisable 
to put the point to the Foreign Settle¬ 
ments and ascertain their views before 
deciding that import must be slopped 
at the land frontiers only. The local 
Government would prefer the former 
course, and I think with reason. 

2. After Agricultural Adviser has given his 
views upon the above, Foreign and Political 
and Commerce Departments should see, as sug¬ 
gested. It is questionable whether action affect¬ 
ing British Indian territory only should be 
taken before the consent of the Foreign Settle¬ 
ments and States concerned has been secured. 
Some delay may be involved if we take no action 
until we ascertain the willingness of the Foreign 
Settlements and States to co-operate, but it is 
perhaps legitimate to doubt whether it is worth 
• while to take action as regards British Indian 
territory until we are sure that the Settlements 
and States concerned will play their part in the 
proposed arrangements; action limited to British 
Indian territory alone might be ineffectual. 
Agricultural Adviser will perhaps kindly remark 
upon this aspect of the case as well as those 
which I have mentioned above. 

A. B. Keid, —20-6-29. 

Agricultural Adviser. 


Because of the lack of direct access by rail 
to Mangalore, coffee grown in Mysore is railed 
to Marmagoa and shipped to Mangalore to be 
prepared for export. This is a normal move¬ 
ment of the commodity and has been going on 
for many years. The coffee is grown in Mysore 
which is part of the area to be protected from 
the introduction of the pest, so there will be no 
danger of transhipping it from Marmagoa to 
/Mangalore, provided that Marmagoa agrees to 
the prohibition of the import of unroasted coffee. 
'A certificate of origin would be necessary to 
obviate the possibility of coffee being shipped 
from abroad to some near-by port and finding 
its way to Mangalore through Marmagoa. 
Growers in Mysore who wish to ship their coffee 
in this way will have no difficulty in getting a 


certificate of origin from a representative of the 
United Planters’ Association of Southern India 
or from the Director of Agriculture, Mysore 
The latter officer ought to be included, as many 
of the coffee estates in Mysore are owned and 
managed by people who are not members of the 
United Planters’ Association of Southern India. 
The suggestions of the local Government is 
accordingly feasible and suitable. 

( b ) I consider that under paragraph 3 of tho 
Destructive Insects and Pests Act, 1914, and 
amendment to the Notification of 26th June 1922 
would be sufficient, and under clause 5 the local 
Government may make the rules that will be¬ 
come necessary to protect their land frontiers in 
the event of the States and Settlements not 
being willing to co-operate, in the prohibition. 

(c) It would render the working of the propos¬ 
ed prohibition simpler and surer if Pondicherry, 
Karikal and Marmagoa would agree to the pro¬ 
hibition of coffee other than roasted or ground 
into their ports. Then there would ue no danger 
of introducing the pest through those avenues. 
But, if they do not agree, then there is no 
alternative but to prohibit the import of such 
coffee from those Settlements into Madras by 
arrangements on the land frontiers. 

So much coffee is grown in Mysore, Travan- 
core, and Cochin that it is worth while lo ascer¬ 
tain the willingness of those States and also 
of the Settlements to co-operate even though it 
involves some delay. Were the pest to be in- 
t*oduced into coffee in those States, it would be 
most difficult to prevent its spreading to Madras. 
So action limited to British Indian Territory 
alone would be ineffectual. 

, _ *• iW. McKae,— 

Ofifg. Agricultural Adviser to the 

Government of India. 

E., H. and L. Department. 


The Agricultural Adviser has suggested a small 
modification, to the arrangements proposed by 
the Local Government. He thinks that the 
Director of Agriculture. Mysore, should also be 
authorised to issue certificates of origin for the 
coffee grown in Mysore which is shipped from 
Marmagoa to Mangalore and which it is pro¬ 
posed to exempt. This appears to be a reason¬ 
able proposal as the growers in Mysore may not 
like to be subjected to any contract from the 
United Planters Association of Southern India 
of which they are not members. It is for con¬ 
sideration whether it is necessary to consult the 
Local Government before accepting 'his nodifi- 
cation. I venture to submit that it would be 
better to settle this point before we ask Foreign 
and Political Department to address Mysore as 
the acceptance of the Agricultural Adviser’s sug¬ 
gestion would obviously make our proposal less 


* No. The Aericultural Adviser giveH good reasons 
for his proposal to which the Madras Government can 
obviously have no objection. 
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objectionable from the point of view of the 
Oarbar. 

2. After deciding the point referred to above 
the file may first be referred to the Commerce 
Department as our proposals are now slightly 
different from what they accepted in their note 
of 5th January 1929 (B., Feb., 1929, Nos. 22 27). 
We now propose to invite the co-operation of 
the Foreign Settlements. If we fail in this 
endeavour then we will investigate the question 
whether the customs cordon on the land fron¬ 
tier can be utilised. 

3. On return of the file from the Commerce 
Department w'e may, ask the Foreign and Poli¬ 
tical Department whether the Foreign Settle¬ 
ments are likely to fall into line with British 
India in this respect and, if so, to address them 
on the subject. They may also be requested to 
invite the Co-operation of Mysore, Travaneore 
and Cochin. 

4. While we are waiting for the replies of the 
Governments referred to above, we can in con¬ 
sultation with the Legislative Department 
decide the exact legal action necessary so far as 
British India is concerned. (I assume from 
para. 3 of Mr. Reid’s note dated 20th June 1929 
that no action as regards British India will be 
taken until we hear from the Indian Ktates and 
Foreign Settlements). 

5. It appears from Mr. Noyce's note about re¬ 
ference of cases to the Council of Agricultural 
Research that normally the Government of India 
would consult them about cases of this nature. 
In this case however such a reference might 
perhaps be dispensed with as the proposals have 
the support of the A. A. and as reference to 
the Council would involve delay. 

M. I. Rahim, —22-7 29. 

F. Noyce,— 22-7-29. 

Commerce Department. 


There appears to be no objection to f he sug¬ 
gestion contained in para. 1 (<c) of Mr. Reid’s 
note, dated the 20th June 1929, that the autho¬ 
rities administering the foreign settlements of 
Pondicherry, Karikal and Marmagoa should be 
asked whether they would agree to prohibit the 
import of coffee, other than roasted and ground, 
into their ports..In the opinion of the Agricul¬ 
tural Adviser this course, if agreed to, would 
render the working of the prohibition simpler 
and surer. It is doubtful, however, whether 
these settlements would agree to prohibit 
imports of coffee into their ports unless it is in 
their own interest to do so. The C. B. R. 
should also be consulted before those authorit’es 
are addressed in the matter. 

S. P C.,—27-7-29. 


•There is no need to consult the Council of Agricultural 
Research as we since have an Agricultural Adviser, who 
has been consulted. The Council of Agricultural 
Research could only consult Dr. McRae again as he is 
the authority in Ind'a on this subject. 

F. Noyce, —23-7-20. 


From the Commerce Department point of 
view there can be no objection to the proposed 
modification of the proposal mentioned in para. 
2 of Mr. Rahim’s note. 

L. Sen,— 29 7-29. 

H. A. F. Lindsay, —31-7-29. 
Central Board of Revenue. 


The C. B. R. is consulted regarding the re¬ 
ferences to (1) the Portuguese Indian and French 
Indian Governments, and (2) te States of 
Mysore, Travaneore and Cocbin proposed in 
para. 3 of Mr. Rahim’s note of 22nd July 1929. 
I have only to suggest that in addressing the 
Foreign Governments and those of the mari¬ 
time States it should be made quite clear that 
it is only imports by sea that are in question. 

2. If the Portuguese Government agree, there 
will be no difficulty about exernptmg all ;mports 
of coffee from Goa from the prohibition. This 
will solve the problem raised by the Mysore, 
Marmagoa, Mangalore trade route without re¬ 
course to any certificate of origin procedure. 
We always try to avoid that procedure, if prac¬ 
ticable. 

A. H. Lloyd,—6-8-29. 

Foreign and Political Department. 


We are consulted about the advisability of 
addressing the Foreign Settlements in India with 
a view to their falling into line with British 
India..The Political side of the Department are 
also requested to invite the co-opera'tion of 
Mysore, Travaneore and Cochin. So far as the 
Fpreign side are concerned, we are willing to 
address the Governments of French and Portu¬ 
guese India as suggested. 

2. In view of the technical nature of the sub¬ 
ject, however, it would perhaps be most satis¬ 
factory if E., H. and L. were kindly to assist us 
with drafts (these in the case of the Foreign 
Settlements would be addressed to the Madras 
and Bombay Governments, who are the estab¬ 
lished channel of communication between the 
Government of India and the Foreign Govern¬ 
ments in India). 

3. E. H. and L. will no doubt have regard to 
the correspondence in File No. 112 of 1914 
(vide especially S. No. 30 on that file) in which 
the Portuguese Government in 1916 expressed 
their aversion from the adoption at their ports 
of similar measures of restriction in xcBpect of 
certain plants, including coffee and proposed 
precautionary measures of their own. It may 
satisfy E. H. and L.’s requiremeuts if the 
arrangements then arrived at with the Portu¬ 
guese Government are now again adopted or pos¬ 
sibly those measures will themselves suffice? 

J. G. Acheson, —21-8 29. 

As far as the Political side is concerned we 
may also ask E. H. and L. Department kindly 
to put up the necessary drafts to the Resident 
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in Mysore and the A. G. G. Madras states in 
regard to Mysore, Travancore, and Cochin. 

G. M. C.,—22-8-29. 

F. A. Emmer. —22-8-29. 
Department of E., H. & L. 


A draft is submitted for approval. 

No reference has been made ; n the draft 'o 
the correspondence of 1916 with the Portuguese 
Government (A., March 1918, Nos. 29-64), as it 
is doubtful whether the precautionary measures 
referred to therein would be sufficient for the 
object in view. We are now trying to prohibit 
altogether the imports of coffee, oriier than 
roasted and ground, into Southern India and if 
the Portuguese Government do not agree to 
impose similar prohibition at their port we will 
have to prohibit imports of coffee from their 
settlement to British India by land. The Agril. 
Adviser may be consulted on this point and may 
also be requested to scrutinise the draft below 
in view of the technical nature of the subject 
dealt with therein. 

S. S. B.,—31-8-29. 

M. I. Rahim, —2.9-29. 

Imperial Institute of Agricultural Research. 


2. If my interpretation of the intentions of 
the local Govt, is correct then the next point 
is whether we are going to ask the Govts, of 
the Portuguese and French settlements in 
South India to prohibit the importation of coffee 
into their ports or whether we should ask them 
to prohibit the import of coffee also by land. 

3. I discussed the case with Mr. Sundaram, 
Secretary, Central Board of Revenue, and he 
advised that even if our intention is to ask the 
Govts, of the French and Portuguese settle¬ 
ments to prohibit the importation of coffee into 
their ports only it will be advisable not to men¬ 
tion the ports of Pondicherry, Marmagoa and 
Karikal by name, as he thinks there are other 
ports situated within these territories where 
such imports may be possible. 

4. The Director Pusa has, as Agricultural 
Adviser, dealt with this case so far and this 
draft has been based on Dr. McRae’s note dated 
29th June 1929 and was also shown to him. 
As in the present stage of the case, the main 
question is whether we have understood his 
intentions correctly, I think we may request the 
Director Pusa to be kind enough to elucidate 
the points mentioned above although the post 
of A. A. has since been separated. Will he 
very kindly throw light on the points mentioned 
above and suggest any alterations that he may 
consider necessary in the concluding portion of 
the draft so as to bring out clearly the course 
which it is intended to follow. 

M. I. Rahim, —14-10-29. 

Director, Imperial Institute of Agricultural 
Research. 


The draft seems suitable. 

The arrangements arrived at with the Portu¬ 
guese Government in 1916 would not meet the 
requirements of the present case. We want to 
prohibit altogether the imports of raw coffee into 
Southern India, and if the Portuguese 
Government do not fall in line with us, we will 
have to prohibit' the importation of the article 
from their land frontiers. 


W. McRae,— 

Director, 

Imperial Institute of Agricultural Research. 


Education, Health and Lands Department. 


In their letter No. 771, dated 27th April 1929 
the local Govt, stated that it will be necessary 
to prohibit the importation of coffee “into 
all the ports of the Madras Presidency and also 
into the native States of Mysore, Travancore 
and Cochin” I interpret this to mean that the 
local Govt, want us to request these States to 
prohibit the import of coffee into their territory 
whether by sea or by land. I have come to 
this conclusion because Mysore has no ports 
and the only object which the local Government 
could have had by suggesting a reference to 
that State would be to secure prohibition of the 
import of coffee into the State territory by 
land.. 


Although Mysore has no sea-port, it is obvious 
that the State should be made aware of the 
action proposed, as a large proportion of the 
South Indian coffee acreage is situated in 
Mysore, whose oifficials should have adequate 
information of the measures proposed to en¬ 
deavour to keep the pest out of India. The 
intention is not to prohibit the carriage of 
Indian grown coffee into Mysore, Travancore 
and Cochin, but to apply the prohibition to 
foreign coffee imported into India by sea, and 
it is in this respect that we want to invite the 
co-operation of the Foreign Governments and 
Indian States concerned. I think it would be 
better if the draft is made more general by 
amending the concluding portion thereof to 
read: — 


“But such prohibition at British India ports 
alone would be ineffectual unless similar restric¬ 
tions on the importation into India of all foreign 
grown coffee are imposed by the French and 
Portuguese territories in Southern India and by 
the States of Mysore, Travancore and Cochin, 

tho Govern- 

and I am accordingly to request that ffi^JIovern- 

the Mysor e 

'■* 1 the Travan- 

ment of the French Settlements in India 


ment of the Portuguese Settlements in India 
Darbar 


may 


cote and Cochin Darbars 

be invited to co-operate by prohibiting the 
import of foreign grown coffee, other than 
roasted and ground, whether in bags or not 
and that their reply in the matter may be com- 
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municated to the Government of India at an 
early date. ” 

I think it would be advisable to inform the 
Mysore State of the proposals regarding export 
of their coflee via Marmagoa to Mangalore. 

W. H. Harrison,— 24-10-29, 
Offg. Director, 

Impl. Inst, of Agri. Research. 

Education, Health and Lands Department. 


The draft asked for by the F & P. Dept, has 
been drawn up in consultation with the Agri¬ 
cultural Adviser (now Director, Pusa), and is 
for Secy, ’s approval. 

2. In the notes dated 22nd July 1929 we 
adopted the view that it was not necessary to 
consult the Council of Agricultural Research on 
this case. But since then Mr. Burt has recorded 
a note (Appendix II) in which he has suggested 
that whenever a proposal is made for an addi¬ 
tion or alteration to the Notifications under the 
Destructive Insects and Pests Act, the Research 
Council should in future be consulted and they 
will then take steps to secure a full discussion 
of the point at issue with the Indian States’ 
representatives. In view of this note I felt a 
doubt whether Secy, would prefer to consult 
the Imperial Council of Agricultural Research 
before the draft issues. 

M. I. Rahim, —4-11-29. 

As the Council of Agricultural Research is 
now fully functioning, it should certainly see 
the draft before it issues under Rule 7. 

F. Noyce,— 4-11-29. 

Imperial Council of Agricultural Research. 


Copy of a note by the Agricultural Expert 
with which the Vice-Chairman of the Council 
is in agreement is placed below (Appendix I). 

M. S. A. Hydari, —27-11-29. 

Education, Health and Lands Department. 


Mr. Burt’s note (Appendix I) which is con¬ 
curred in by the Vice-Chairman, Impl. Council 
of Agril. Research, may be read. In Mr. Burt’s 
opinion nothing short of complete prohibition 
of the import of coffee beans unless roast^H ''or 
adequately sterilised at all Indian ports will be 
really effective and he suggests that this question 
should be taken up with the various maritime 
Govts, concerned, including Burma. In the 
meantime he agrees to prohibition at the Madras 
ports as a temporary measure of protection and 
recommends that the necessary amendii»? noti¬ 
fication under the Destructive Insects and Pests 
Act should be issued at once and that thereafter 
the Indian States and Foreign Govts, concerned 
should be addressed with a view to their enforc¬ 
ing similar prohibition. In paras. 8 and 9 of 
his note he refers to certain cases where 
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methods of fumigation or roasting in bond may 
be resorted to as possible alternatives to the 
proposed prohibition of unroasted beans and 
suggests that these matters be further considered 
in consultation with the Imperial Entomologist 
and the Govt, of Madras. This may be done, 
however, after a decision has been arrived at on 
the main question. 

2. As regards the proposal for general prohibi¬ 
tion it will be seen from previous papers (Agri. 
B, April 1926, Nos. 85-88, Agri. B, Jany. 
1927, Nos. 102-114) that local Govts, concerned 
have already been consulted on the question 
and that the consensus of opinion was clearly 
on the side of moderation in the matter and that 
general prohibition was not considered neces¬ 
sary (B, July 1928, Nos. 128-139). The attitude 
of the Commerce Deptt., which was to a certain 
extent shared by this Department in previous 
noting on the subject, is also against such 
general prohibition on principle. Seeing also 
that the Madras Govt, who are the chief party 
interested have now agreed that the proposed 
prohibition need not be made all-India in scope 
it is doubtful whether there is enough justifica¬ 
tion for reconsidering the question of complete 
prohibition. It may, however, be further ex¬ 
amined, if considered necessary, after the im¬ 
mediate question of prohibition at the South 
India ports is got out of the way. As regards 
this question of partial prohibition, as already 
stated, Mr. Burt recommends the immediate 
issue of a notification giving effect to the pro¬ 
posal, the co-operation of Foreign Govts, and 
Indian States concerned being thereafter invited. 
Attention is, however, requested in this con¬ 
nection to para. 3 of Mr. Rieid’s note dated the 
20th June 1929 and the concluding portion of 
Mr. McRae’s note dated the 29th June 1929 to 
the effect that before taking action as regards 
British India it would be advisable that we 
should first satisfy ourselves that the Foreign 
Settlements and Indian States concerned will 
play their part in the proposed arrangements. 
It is for codsideration, therefore, before issuing 
a notification as proposed by Mr. Burt, under 
the Destructive Insects and Pests Act, enquiry 
may first be made as in the draft already in the 
file as to whether the Settlements and States 
in question will co-operate by prohibiting the 
import of foreign grown coffee into their own 
ports. One reason that seems to be in favour 
of such prior reference is the fact that if the 
Govt, of Portuguese India agree to prohibit 
absolutely the import of foreign coffee this 
would presumably obviate the necessity for any 
proviso in the proposed notification under the 
Destructive Insects and Pests Act allowing the 
import of Mysore-grown coffee shipped from 
Marmagoa to Mangalore for purposes of curing 
and re-export— vi&v para. 2 of Mr. Lloyd’s note 
of the 6th August 1929 and para. 6 (4) of Mr. 
Burt’s note dated 27th November 1929 (Ap¬ 
pendix I). 

3. In the last para, of their letter of the 27th 
April 1929 the Govt, of Madras have asked to 
be shewn the draft of any Act which it may be 
decided to bring into force to give' effect to the 
proposals. In this connection please see para. 
$ ( b ) of Mr. Reid’s note dated the 20th June 
1929. Attention is also invited to para. 3 of the 
office note dated the 5th June 1929. Before 
we can reply to the Govt, of Madras on this 
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point the Legis. Deptt. may be consulted u. o. (4) The notification, may then be shown to the 

as to whether the proposed drait notification I. (J. of A. R. before issue. After issue of the 

under the Destructive Insects and Pests Act notification its copies may be sent to the 

will meet the requirements of the case. If it is Travaneore and Cochin Durbars and to the 

decided that the attempt to enlist the support Foreign Settlements concerned, and they may 

of the Foreign Govts, and Indian States con- be requested to take similar action. After all 

cerned should first be made before the proposed the stages referred to above have been gone 

prohibition in British India is given effect to, the through the question of complete prohibition 

draft in the file may first be issued by the For. may be re-examined and paras. 8 and 9 of Mr. 

and Pol. Deptt. to whom the file may be referred Burt’s note may also be considere<f. 

for the purpose. The Legis. Deptt. may there¬ 
after be consulted as proposed above. The M. I. Rahim, —2-1-30. 

Commerce Deptt. need not be consulted again 

unless, failing satisfactory arrangements on the I agree with Mr. Burt (Appendix I) that it 

part of the Foreign Settlements in question to is high time that something was done in this 
co-operate in the matter, it is considered desir- matter. A year ago we recognised (vide Mr. 

able to resort to the agency of customs cordons/s Reid’s note dated 22nd December 1928 in Agri. 
on the land frontiers concerned —vide para. 8 oL-^^ B, Feby. 1929, Nos. 22/27) that the question 
Sir G. Corbett’s note dated 5th January 1929^' u was urgent but no real progress has been made 
(Agri. B, Feby. 1929, Noa. 22-27). f since then. Meanwhile the Planters in S. India 

are getting seriously alarmed as to the possibility 
R. M. J.,—11-12-29. of the importation of this pest as has been 

shown in one of the addresses submitted to His 


I have discussed the case with Mr. Burt and 
agree with him that immediate action should 
now be taken to issue a notification prohibiting 
the import by sea of unroasted coffee beans at 
all ports in the Madras Presidency. Mr. Burt 
is strongly of opinion that it is no use deferring 
this action until States and foreign settlements 
have been consulted. He thinks that if we issue 
the notification ourselves and then send a copy 
to the States and Foreign Administrations, 
concerned they are much more likely to fall into 
line. Moreover on receipt of our notification 
they will know exactly what they are expected 
to do. I have placed on the file a draft notifica¬ 
tion which has been drawn up in consultation 
with Mr. Burt. It may now be sent to the 
Legislative Department who may be requested 
to say whether it covers the case. After the 
Legislative Deptt. have seen the following 
action may be taken in the order given below:— 

(1) The draft notification may be shown to 
the Commerce Deptt.* for concurrence who may 
be requested to inform the customs authorities 
concerned that until the co-operation of the 
foreign settlements and Indian States concerned 

! is secured it is proposed to enforce the prohibi¬ 
tion along the customs cordon wherever it 
exists in the Madras Presidency. They may 
also be requested to specify for our information 
the exact location of the customs cordon in the 
Madras Presidency and to say whether any 
modification is necessary in the draft notifica¬ 
tion to cover the action proposed at A, or 
whether only executive instructions will suffice. 

(2) The draft notification may then be sent 
to the Govt, of Madras for favour of opinion. 
Mr. Burt suggests that the local Govt, should 
be asked to communicate their observations by 
telegram. 

(3) After the disposal of the remarks of the 
Madras Govt, if any the Govt, of Mysore mav 
be supplied with a copy of the proposed notifi¬ 
cation and may be asked to state whether they 
concur in the proposed arrangements. They 
may also be asked to reply by wire. 

*The Customs authorities are under the Central Board 
of Revenue, not t),- Commerce Department. 

F, Noyce,—7-1-30. 


Excellency by the Planting community when 
he was in Southern India. Everything points 
to the desirability of early action. Otherwise 
we shall have the pest upon us before we know 
it. for Mr. Burt points out that it is rife in Java 
and we shall be accused of having fiddled whilst 
Rome was burning. 

2. Mr. Burt is of opinion that the biggest 
hole will be stopped if the importation of un¬ 
roasted coffee beans into any port in the Madras 
Presidency is prohibited at once. I agree with 
him, but the difficulty in regard to the other 
channels through which coffee can enter S. 
India will still remain. If a notification is 
issued at once prohibiting the entry of coffee into 
any of the Madras ports, Travaneore and Cochin 
will almost certainly fall into line, for they have 
always shown great readiness to co-operate in 
matters of this kind. There remain the French 
and Portuguese territories, both potential sources 
of danger, because the former are entirely 
situated in the Madras Presidency , and as 
regards the latter, considerations of distance 
and freight would certainly not operate to 
prevent coffee coming in to Marmagoa from 
Bombay and being passed on to S. India over 
the land frontier. Mr. Burt, with whom I 
have discussed the subject is strongly of opinion 
that simultaneously with the prohibition of 
import into the Madras ports, we should pro¬ 
hibit import across the land frontier of the 
French and Portuguese territories until the 
French and Portuguese authorities agree to 
enforce prohibitions similar to those we are in¬ 
troducing. I think he is right but we must 
obviously first ask the Central Board of Revenue 
to advise as to the feasibility of this course. 
Tf Central Board of Revenue and Commerce 
Deptt. agree that it can be adopted at once, 
the draft notification will obviously require 
amendment to cover imports by land as well as 
bv sea. If they do not consider it desir¬ 
able that it should be adopted until the 
French and Portuguese authorities have been 
approached and have refused to co-operate, tiy?n 
the only thing which can be done at once is to 
stop imports into the Madras ports and then to 
embark on negotiations with the Indian States 
and the French and Portuguese authorities. 
We cannot settle on the Form of the notifies- 
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tion until the point about imports by land has 
been decided, and the file must go to Commerce 
Deptt. and the C. B. R. before it goes to the 
Legislative Deptt. The question of complete 
prohibition can be further examined when we 
have got these preliminaries out of the way. 

F. Noyce,— 8-1-30. 

Central Board of Revenue. 


In the form now proposed viz., prohibition 
of import of unrosted beans, there seems to be 
no reason why it should be any more difficult 
to enforce this prohibition at our land frontiers 
than to enforce various other prohibitions, e.g., 
saechrine. 

V. S. Sundaram, —9-1-30. 

There is no difficulty that I can see about 
prohibiting import into the given part of British 
India by sea under sec. 19 S. C. A. but it will 
not do to say, tout court, that imports into the 
Madras Presidency by land are prohibited, be¬ 
cause such a notification would apply to imports 
from Mysore, Travancore, Cochin, Pudu Kottai, 
Hyderabad and any other State. We have no 
machinery to enforce a prohibition on imports 
hv land except imports from. French and 
Portuguese India. We anticipate no great diffi¬ 
culty in enforcing the prohibition against imports 
from French and Portuguese India, as we have 
Customs cordons separating these territories 
from British India or Indian States. 

2. My advice is that the notification should 
be worded so as to prohibit imports into the 
Madras Presidency by sea or land "from any 
place outside India” French and Portuguese 
India are "outside India”, the States are not. 
If, at a later stage, French and Portuguese 
India come in, the notification could be amend¬ 
ed so as to refer to imports by sea or land from 
any place outside (a) India or ( b ) the French 
and Portuguese settlements in India. It would 
then still remain inoperative against imports 
from the States, which I assume to be the in¬ 
tention. 

A. H. Lloyd, —10-1-30. 

Commerce Department. 


Commerce Department may agree to the views 
expressed in Mr. Lloyd’s note above. 

Ladli Pebshad, —11-1-30. 

H. M. previously agreed to a proposal to 
prohibit the import of coffee (other than ground 
and roasted) in bags (Agri. B., July 1928, Nos. 
J 28-139). The E., H. and L. Department have for 
good reason decided that a prohibition applying 
only to import in bags would not curg the evil. 
The form of prohibition they propose is, however, 
Btill partial, for it is to apply only to imports into 
the Madras Presidency by sea and land. 


We may agree to this proposal. 

J. C. B. Dbakb, —13-1-30. 

G. R[ainy].—13-1-30. 

Department of Education, Health and Lands. 


Neither the Central Board of Revenue nor the 
Commerce Deptt. has any objection to the imme¬ 
diate adoption of the prohibitions referred to in 
para. 2 of Secys.’ note dated the 8th January 193J. 
In this connexion the course suggested in para. 2 
of Mr. Lloyd’s note of the 10th January 1930 
would appear to be suitable’ 1 '. The Legis. Deptt. 
may now 6ee and be asked kindly to make the 
necessary amendments in the draft notification to 
meet the present requirements of the case. 

R. M. J.,—14-1-30. 

M. I. Rahim,— 14-1-30. 

Will Legislative D ptt. kindly advise if the 
draft notification is now in order. 

F. Noyce,— 16-1-30. 

Legislative Department. 


A revised draft has been BuggeBted. As I read 
Mr. Lloyd’s note dated 10th January, his reasons 
for confining the prohibition to import from places 
outside India are a pplicable only to import by land 
and the revised draft assumes that this limitation 
is not intended to apply in the case of import by 
sea. If this assumption iB erroneous the revised 
draft Bhould be altered by the substitution for the 
words in brackets therein of the words “ by sea 
or by land from any place outside India”. 

G. H. Spence,— 17-1-30. 

Department of Education, Health and Lands. 


The revised draft notification prepared by the 
Legislative Department may be accepted with, per¬ 
haps, the portion in brackets remaining unaltered. 
The restrictions therein mentioned are, if any¬ 
thing, more stringent than they would otherwise be 
if the words quoted in the concluding portion of 
Mr. Spence’s note of the 17th instant are inserted 
as in the former case they would operate to ex¬ 
clude also imports by sea from ports in British 
India, e.g. Rangoon. The Imperial Council of 
Agricultural Research may however bo consulted 
on this point in view of para. 7 of Mr. Burt’s 
note at Appendix I. 

R. M. J.,—23-1-30. 

The revised draft notification may be accepted. 
The effect of omitting the portion in brackets and 
substituting the words mentioned in the last line 
of Mr Spence’s note would be to require certifi¬ 
cates of origin of all coffee entering the Madras 
Presidency by land, whether from another pro- 
vinoe or an Indian State. This is not workable. 
The portion in brackets should therefore be re¬ 
tained. A draft letter should now be prepared at 

* I agree. 


M. 1. Rasim. 
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once forwarding this notification to the Govt, of 
Madras for scrutiny. They should be asked to 
let us have their views by telegram. 

M. I. Rahim,—24-1-30. 

Draft for approval. 

It. M. J.,—24-1-30. 

If Secy, accepts the revised draft notification 
it may now be sent to the Govt, of Madras Ttie 
I. C. of A. R. may see the draft letter and the 
revised notification before issue to Madras. 

M. I. Rahim, —25-1-30. 

I should be glad to have the concurrence of the 
Central Board of Revenue to the draft. 

F. Notch, —27-1 30. 

Central Board of Revenue. 

The notification, as now drafted, will in my 
opinion be quite workable. 

A. H. Lloyb,—28-1-30. 

Imperial Council of Agricultural Research. 


The Vice-Chairman advises that as soon as a 
reply from the Government of Madras has been 
received the Mysore Government should be ad¬ 
dressed. The object of the restrictions may be 
explained to the latter who may be informed that 
the system of certificates of origin has been intro¬ 
duced to prevent any interference with the move¬ 
ment of Mysore coffee to Madras ports by sea 
from Marmagoa. 

M. S. A. Hydari, —4-2-30. 

Department of Education, Health and Lands. 


The draft to the Govt, of Madras may now 
issue. 

R. M. J.,'—5-2-30. 

M. I. Rahim,—5-2-30. 


Pro. No. 211 .—To thb Government or Madras, 
No. 274-Aori., dated the 7th February 
1930. 


Pro. No. 212 .— Telegram irom the Govern¬ 
ment or Madras, dated the 24th February 
1930. 


Pro. No. 213 .— Letter from the Government 
or Madras, No. 425, dated the 24th Feb. 
ruaby 1930. 

Draft to the Resident at Mysore for approval— 
vide (3) of U. S.’s note, dated 2nd January 1930. 
It may issue from F. and P. Deptt. 

R. N. J.,—17-2-30. 


Imperial Council of Agricultural Research 
may see before issue. 

M. I. Rahim, —1-3-30. 

F. Noyce, —3-3-30. 


Seen in Imperial Council of Agricultural Re¬ 
search. 


[Notes in the Foreign and Political 
Department.] 

The draft to the Resident in Mysore is self- 
explanatory and may issue. 

H. Wilberforoe-Bell, —17-3-30. 

M. Smith,— 17-3-30. 


Pro. No. 214 .— Endorsement from the Foreign 
and Political Department No. D.-888-G./30, 
DATED THE 17TH MARCH 1930. 

M. I. Rahim, —15-4-30. 
Foreign and Political Department. 


Demi-official letter from H. Waddington, 
Esq., Secretary, United Planters’ Asso¬ 
ciation, Madras, to Sir Frank Noyce, Kt , 
C.S I., C.B.E., I.C.S., Secretary, Depart, 
ment oiF Education, Health and Lands, 
No. 231, dated the 6th April 1930. 

W. Alexander, on his return from Delhi, 
called on me on Saturday morning, and showed 
me your letter No. 668-Agri. of the 1st April 
(Agri. Deposit April 1930, No. 6). I find that the 
Madras Government (Development Department) 
telegraphed the Department of Education Health 
and Lands advising that they had no comment to 
matce on the proposed Notification on the 7th 
February, and confirmed it by their letter 
No. 425 on the 24th idem. Dr. Coleman has 
sent me a copy of his note to the Government 
of Mysore in which he strongly urges that the 
proposed restriction to Southern India is in¬ 
sufficient, but even he acknowledges that it 
will go Borne way to meet our difficulties, and I 
do trust that the issue of the proposed Notifica¬ 
tion will not be held up while Dr. Coleman’s 
further proposals are considered. It cannot 
possibly affect the procedure he asks for if the 
Notification as proposed is issued now. 

2. As regards the coffee sent from the 
Bababudins to Mangalore to be cured, is not the 
procedure I pointed out to Anstead when this 
matter first came up sufficient. Now certificates 
are issued at Castle Rock on the Marmagoa 
frontier which permits that coffee to be imported 
at Mangalore without payment of the ordinary 
import duty. The same certificate should serve 
to exempt this coffee from the provision that no 


t 
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unroasted coffee shall be imported at any of the 
South Indian ports. 

3. I suggested to Macrae, who had been 
acting as Agricultural Adviser to the Government 
of India that there would not be great objection 
to allowing coffee, imported, to be roasted and 
ground while in oond, at the port of import, if 
that would assist matters. You might consider 
that in connection with Dr. Coleman’s proposal 
to entirely prohibit the import of coffee except 
at one port. 

4. But I trust that nothing will be allowed to 
delay the issue of the Notification which has been 
framed. Very many thanks for any assistance 
you can give us in this matter. 


Copy of a letter from H. Waddington, Esq., 
Secretary, United Planters’ Association of 
Southern India, Madras, to R. D. Anstead, 
Esq.. M.A., C.I.E., Director of Agricul¬ 
ture, CnsPAUK, Madras, No. 11360, dated 
the 15th March 1929. 

Stephanoderes. 

Control of import of coffee into India. 

In continuation of my letter No. 1099 of the 
1st instant, with reference to the last paragraph 
there of, I now have ascertained further parti- 
culars regarding the import into Mangalore of 
coffee from Marmagoa. 

This coffee i9 produced in the Bababudin Hiils 
in North Mysore and sent by rail to Marmagoa 
from whence it is shipped to Mangalore solely 
for the purpose of being cured and bagged for 
re-shipment to foreign destinations. 

Although theoretically this coffee should be 
liable to import duty at Mangalore, no duty is 
collected provided the quantity delivered does 
not exceed the quantity mentioned in a 
certificate granted at the Castle Rock Station 
by the customs authorities at the frontier of 
British and Portuguese territory. 

A similar regulation might be made by 
Government in order that this coffee should not 
come under the prohibition of import for which 
this Association has asked in respect to all other 
coffee imported into South India. 


Pro. No. 215. —Endorsement from the 

Foreign and Political Department, 
No. D.-1276-G./30, dated the 11th April 
1930. 

No action seems necessary at 'present on the 
telegram from the Resident at Mysore and we 
may await a further communication from him 
after he has consulted the Mysore Darbar and 
the Coorg Planting authorities. With regard to 
Mr. Waddington’s d. o. the present position is 
that it is intended to limit prohibition to the 
ports in the Madras Presidency and if the 
questions of complete prohibition or prohibition 
except at one port (as is stated to be the proposal 
of Dr. Coleman), are to be taken up this will 
only be after issue of the draft notification on 
the file. Mr. Waddington need not therefore be 

63DofB 


under any apprehension lest consideration of the 
broader questions should delay issue of the pre¬ 
sent draft notification. We shall doubtless hear 
about Dr. Coleman’s proposals when we receive 
the further communication from the Resident 
Mysore and in considering them we will bear in 
mind the suggestion in para. 3 of Mr. Wadding¬ 
ton’s letter. In this connection please see the 
similar suggestion in para. 8 (5) of Air. Burt’s 
note in \ppendix I. 

As regards para. 2 of Mr. Waddington’s letter") 
the certificate referred to therein would probably | 
be sufficient but there seems no need now to 
alter the form of the certificate as appended to | 
the draft notification which has been acceptedj 
in the Govt, of Madras. 

The draft d. o. below to Mr. Waddington may 
issue. 

R. M. J.,—17-4-30. 

It would perhaps he best to consult the 
Imperial Council of Agricultural Research about 



F. Noyce, —21-4-30. 


Demi-official letter from Sir Frank Noyce, 
Kt., C.S.I., O.B.E, I.C.S., Secretary, 
Department of Education, Health and 
Lands, to H. Waddington, Esq., Secretary, 
United Planters,^ Association of South 
India, Mercantile Bank Buildings, First 
Line Beach, Madras, No. 993, dated the 
23rd April 1930. 

I have received your d. o. No. 231, dated 6th 
April 1930 regarding the prohibition of the 
import of coffee beans. The suggestions made 
therein will receive due consideration and on 
receipt of the views of the Mysore Darbar which, 
as explained in my d. o. to Alexander, we are 
awaiting we shall endeavour to issue as soon as 
possible the proposed notification so far-as the 
Madras ports arc concerned. The broader 
questions of total prohibition or prohibition 
except at one port will be considered only after 
the immediate question of prohibition at the- 
Madras ports has been disprsed of and in these 
circumstances there is no risk if the issue of the 
proposed notification will be delayed on this, 
account. 


[Note by the Imperial Council of Agricul¬ 
tural Research.] 

I 

Certificates of origin have for their purpose the 
establishment of the identity of a consignment, 
whereas for purposes of duty it is only necessary 
to see that the quantity is correct. The Vice- 
Chairman therefore advises against the system 
proposed by Mr. Waddington. 

M. S. A. Hydari, —28-4-30. 

Department of Education, Health and Lands,. 
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We may concur in the view expressed in 
Mr. Hydiri’s note above but it seems unnecessary 
to address Mr. Wad Jiugton on this point further 
to Secretary’s d. o. dated 23rd April 1930. 

We may now await receipt, through F. and P. 
Deptt., of a further communication from the 
Resident at Mysore. 

R. M. J. ( —30-4-30. 

M. I. Rahim,— 1-5-30. 

F. Noyoe, —3-3-30. 

It has been brought to the notice of the Vice- 
Chairman that a consignment of coffee beans, 
infested by steph-anoderes hampei came by 
parcel post into South India from the Belgium 
Congo via London. As the consignment in ques- 
tion was not from America or the West Indies, 
and oame in by parcel post, there was no evident 
breach of the rules under the Destructive Insects 
and Pests Act. The Government of India 
Notification No. 580-240, dated 26th June 1922, 
seems to leave a dangerous loophole for the 
importation of unoured coffee beaus for planting 
purposes, from anywhere in the Far East, and 
thus for the importation of the pest which we 
are so anxious to exclude. It is, therefore, 
suggested that the notification referred to above, 
may be mjdified by the addition of the words 
“ or parcel ” before the word “ post " in para- 
graph 8. 

M. S. A. Hydart,— 20-5-30. 

Department of Eiuoation, Health ; nl Lands. 


Pro. No. 216. —Endorsement from the For¬ 
eign and Political Department, No. D. 
1610-G./3O, dated the 3rd May 1930, 


Pro. No. 217. —-Letter from the Government 
of Madras, No. 1076-M. S., dated the 23rd 
May 1930. 

The communication f'om the Mysore Darbar 
makes disquieting reading and constitutes a 
strong ease for the prohibition of unroasted 
coffee beans into India, or in the alternative, the 
restriction of imports of such beans to one port 
preferably Madras where effective arrangements 
could be made for the careful treatment of all 
imported coffee on barges before landing. The 
difficulty, however, is that a deoision on these 
proposals is bound to take a little time and in 
the meanwhile the Madras Govt, and the United 
Planters’ Assocn. of S, India are pressing for the 
early issue of the draft notification giving effect 
to partial prohibition for the time being so far 
as ports in South India are concerned. 

Although they would prefer total prohibition 
or limitation of imports to one port it is presumed 
from para. 5 of the Mysore Darbar’s letter of 
I7th April 1930 and the penultimate para, of 
I)r. Coleman's note that the Mysore authorities 
would be prepared, with a view to obviating 
further delay and risk pending settlement of 
the more general questions raised by them, to 


co-operate in giving effect to the limited measure 
of protection contemplated in the draft notifica¬ 
tion in the file, especially if they could be in¬ 
formed, with reference to Mr. Hydari’s note 
dated 20th May 1930, that it is also proposed to 
prohibit altogether the importation of coffee seed 
through the post. We may however make cer¬ 
tain on this point by addressing the Resident in 
Mysore as in the draft telegram below which the 
F. and P. Dept, may be asked kindly to issue. 

2. With reference to Mr. Hydari’s note dated 
20th May 1930 this Deptt. will doubtless sup¬ 
port the proposal to prohibit’the import through 
the parcel post also of coffee seeds. Under Rule 
8 of the Rules under the Insects and Pests Act 
the import of coffee seeds is at present prohibited 
by letter or sample post as no declaration of 
contents is required in the case of sueh packages. 
But import is otherwise permitted (this includes 
import by paroel post) except from America and 
the West Indies unless by the Madras Deptt. of 
Agriculture, vide. Rule 9 of the Rules under the 
Act and page 59 of the Indian Post and Tele- 
graph Guide. To give effect to their proposal the 
Imperial Council of Agricultural Research have 
suggested that the words “ or parcel ’’ should be 
added before the word “ po a t ” in Rule 8 of the 
Rules under the Act. But suoh an addition 
would apparently be unsuitable as it would 
apply also to flax, bersim and cotton seeds the 
import of which through the parcel post is 
already restricted, vide Rules 10 and 11 (2) of the 
above mentioned Rules and page 59 of the 
Indian Post and Telegraph Guide. The require¬ 
ments of the case would perhaps be met by the 
addition of the following words at the end of 
Rule 8 of the Rules, viz. Coffee seeds shall 
not also be so imported by parcel post except by 
the Madras Deptt. of Agriculture.” A separate 
draft notification to thus effeot is put up and the 
question may be pursued after issue of the draft 
notification prohibiting the import of unroasted 
coffee beans into South India, 

R. M. J„—23-5-30. 

The notification, which was drafted in consulta¬ 
tion with the Imperial Council of Agricultural 
Researoh, Central Board of Revenue and the Le¬ 
gislative Department, has been accepted by the 
Governments of Madras and Mysore. 

2. The Govt, of Mysore are pressing for imme¬ 
diate action being taken as regards the entire 
prohibition of the import of uuroasted coffee from 
foreign sources into India. But it is clear from 
paras. 2 and 5 of their letter No. 1139/A. and E.- 
291-29-4, dated the 17th April 1930, that in spite 
of inoonvenience they are prepared to co-operate 
so far as possible in the partial measure of prohi¬ 
bition whioh we now contemplate taking. I ven¬ 
ture to submit that we should without any avoid¬ 
able delay issue the draft notification which has 
been concurred in by everybody concerned. 
Rcfore it issues, we have to fix the date from 
which it should come into effect. I venture to 
think that it should come into effect from the date 
Of issue. I phoned up Mr. Burt and he was of 
opinion that in such cases it was usual to give 
notice. But, as our objeot is, so far as possible, 
to prevent the p?st from getting into the coffee 
growing area, we will be running some risk during 
the period of notice. We may perhaps consult 
the Commerce Deptt. whether in the special 
ciroumstances of the case, we oan dispense with 
notice in this case. Central Board of Revenue 





11 


f' 


should also see as regards this point as the Cus¬ 
tom’s staff has got to get ready to enforce it. 

3. In Mr. Hydari’s un-official note dated 20th 
May 1930, the question of amending para. 8 of 
the Govt, of India Notification No. 530-240, dated 
26th June 1922, has been raised). A., January 
1923, Nos. 1—15, F. 240/21). This question, 1 
venture to submit, should be dealt with separate¬ 
ly, while on this file we should at once take up 
the question of complete prohibition of the 
import of unroasted coffee. After Secietary has 
seen, the notes relating to the amendment of 
para. 8 will be extracted and sent to Imperial 
Council of Agricultural Research for favour of 
remarks on the suggestions made by- office, while 
on this file action will be taken, after the issue of 
the notification to send its copies to Travancore 
and Cochin and to the Foreign Settlements con¬ 
cerned with the request that they should take 
similar action. Simultaneously with this, the 
question of complete prohibition will at oace be 
examined. ’ 

4. While forwarding a copy of our notification 
to Mysore, we may assure them that we have 
already taken up the question of amending para. 

8 of our Notification No. 580—240, dated 28th 
June 1922 (A., Jan. 1923, Nos. 1—15. F. 240—21) 
with a view to the complete prohibition of the 
import of coffee beans through the post, and that 
the question of entire prohibition of the import 
of unroasted coffee into India is also being 
examin.d. 


M. I. Rahim,— 27-5-30. 


The Mysore Durbar have, I think, now mads 
out an unanswerable case for the total prohibi¬ 
tion of the import of unroasted coffee into India. 
We must get on with this at once but, in the 
meantime, it is most desirable that the draft noti¬ 
fication which, as I have pointed out in my note 
on page 30 ante, will stop the biggest hole should 
issue immediately. We may consult the Com¬ 
merce Department and the C. B. R. as to 
whether the notification can be brought into 
effect from the date of issue or, if not, what is 
the shortest period of notice that should be 
given. It is most important that the period of 
notice should be as short as possible, as, whilst 
the majority of the planting community are 
crying out for immediate action against imports 
of foreign grown coffee, it is clear from Dr. 
Coleman’s note that there is a small section which 
is quite prepared for the sake of an immediate 
gain to run the risk of ruining the coffee planta¬ 
tions of Southern India. 

2. As regards the import of coffee beans 
through the post, extracts from these notes should 
be taken and placed on the file re imports of 
plants, etc., by air. We are amending Rule 8 of 
the Rules in that connexion and the simplest 
plan will be, I think, to prohibit the import of 
seeds of coffee, flax, and bersim by land, sea or 
air, by parcel, letter or sample post. Cotton seed 
should be dealt with separately as it is in any 
case, liable to fumigation. 

3. Commerce Department and Central Board of 
Revenue should see at once with reference to para. 
1 of my note, above. 


1. There is a considerable trade in unroasfed 
coffee imported into India, the bulk of which goes 
to the Madras Presidency, and it would, perhaps, 
be desirable that some notice should be given in 
the interests of importers of unroasted coffee. 
But in view of the serious danger to Indian 
grown coffee which is pointed out in this file, 
and of the fact that the majority of the planters 
concerned urge the necessity of immediate action 
^bemg taken against the import of foreign 
grown coffee, this Dept, need raise no objection 
to the notification being brought into effect from 
the date of issue. In this connection attention 
is invited to the Notification, B. ApL. 1925, No. 1 
F.-543-C., prohibiting the bringing by sea, or by 
land, into British India of shaving brushes 
manufactured in or exported from the Empire of 
Japan, in which no notice of the prohibition was 
given. 

N. D.,—30-5-30. 

From the point of view of trade some notice 
say one month, would be desirable, but if the 
E., H. and L. Dept, consider immediate action 
necessary in the interests of the coffee planta¬ 
tions Commerce Department need not object to 
the Notification being brought into force from 
the date of issue. 


Ladli Pershad,— 30-5-30. 

We are, I think, bound to advise that a period 
of notice should be given in the interests of the 
importing trade. It is clear from the figures 
that there are considerable interests involved 
what would constitute a due period of notice 
(minimum) cannot be stated off-hand here and 
we may suggest that the Government of Madras 
should be consulted. 

I 

J. C. B Drake,— 30-5-30. 

Central Board of Revenue. 


We may agree witn the vipws of the Commerce 
Department and return the file to the Deptt. of 
E.,.H. and L. That Deptt. will no doubt let us 
know in time before (he issue of the notification 
as we will have to draw the special attention of 
the Collector of Customs, Madras and also the 
Collector of Salt Revenue, Bombay. 

K L. J ,— 31-5-30. 


G. Hardy, —31-5-30. 


Deptt. of E., H. and Lands. 


•To Madras only (value) 

Re- 

1920-27 13,63,400 

1927- 29 10,78,860 

1928- 29 18,66,340 

As against the total import trade of India given 
below :— 


Rs. 

20 , 68,100 

24,06,770 

26,34,330 


/ y 


F. Noyce,— 28-6-30. 


1020-27 

1927- 28 

1928- 29 



12 


We may accept the view of the Commerce 
Deptt. and the C. B. R. that a period of notice 
is necessary before issue of the notification and 
consult the Govt, of Madras as to the period that 
would be sufficient. Draft telegram put up. 

R. M. J.,—2-6-30. 

M. I. Rahim, —2-6-30. 

F. Noyce,—26-6-30. 


Pro. No. 218. —Telegram to the Govern¬ 
ment of Madras, No. 1265-Agri , dated the 
2nd June 1930. 


Pro. No. 219. —Endorsement from the 

Foreign and Political Department, No. 
D.-1817-G /30, DATED THE 1ST JUNE 1930. 


Pro. No. 220. —Telegram from the Govern¬ 
ment of Madras, No. , dated the 17th 
June 1930. 

The draft notification may issue. 

E. B. H. t —19-6-30. 

Central Board of Revenue should see first. 

M. I. Rahim, —19-6-30. 
Central Board of Revenue. 


Seen. We shall inform the Collectors of 
Customs Madras-. 

S. P. Shah,— 19-6-30. 

G. Hardy,—19-6-30. 

Deptt. of E., H. and L. 


After the issue of the notification we shall 
have to take up the question of completely 
prohibiting the import of ooffee, other than 
roasted or ground, into India, as the Mysore 
Durbar have, I consider, made out an unanswer¬ 
able case for total prohibition of the import of 
unroasted coffee into India. 

F. Noyce, —19-6-30. 

I limit myself to approving the proposed 
Notif cation other matter will be dealt with when 
ready for consideration. 

F[azl]-i-H[usain], —19-6-30. 

Pro. No. 221. —Notification No. 1343-Agri., 
dated the 21st June 1930. 


Endorsement to all local Governments and 
Administrations, Director, Pusa, Com- , 
merge Department, Army Department, 
Central Board of Revenue, Foreign and 
Political Department, Legislative De¬ 
partment, Secretary, Imperial Council of 
Agricultural Research, Consul General, 
for U. S. A., Calcutta, His Majesty’s Trade 
Commissioner, Calcutta, D. G. C. 1. and S., 
No. 1344-Agbi., dated idem. 


Pro. No. 222. —Telegram from the Govern¬ 
ment of Madras, no. , dated the 25th 
June 1930. 

Ihe notification referred to in the telegram has 
already issued. 

Copies of the notification may as usual be 
forwarded to the India Office and the Imperial 
Bureau of Entomology. Drafts put up. 

R. M. J.,—5-7-30. 

M. I. Rahim, —5-7-30. 

F. Noyce, —5-7-30. 


Pro. No. 223. —Letter to the India Office, 
No. 231-Agri., dated the 7th July 1930. 


Pro. No. 224. —Letter to the Imperial 
Bureau of Entomology, Lonion, No. 1437- 
Agri., dated the 7th July 1930. 

Please see paras. 3 and 4 of Under Secretary’s 
note, dated 27th May 1930. 

The following drafts are for approval which 
may issue from Foreign and Political Depart¬ 
ment. 

(i) To the Government of Madras, 

(ii) To the Government of Bombay and the 

A. G. G., Madras States, and 

(iii) to the Resident in Mysore. 

The Govt, of Bombay were previously addressed 
on the subjeot in our Cir. No. 676-Agri., dated 
I3th April 1926 to which they replied in their 
No. 6334-A/24, dated 7th October 1926. 

R. M. J.,—16-7-30. 

M. I.Rahim.—16-7-39.. 

F. Noyce,—21-7-30. 


[Notes in the Foreign and Political De¬ 
partment.] 

The revised drafts may issue from this Depart¬ 
ment. 

G. M. C„—23-7-30. 

M. Smith,—23-7-30. 

H. Wilbebfobce-Bbll, —24-7 30* 
Educ ation, Health and Lands Department. 
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Pro. No. 225. —Endorsement from the 
Foreign and Political Department, No. 
D. 2428-G./30, dated the 19th July 1930. 


Pro. No. 226.— Endorsements eeom the 
Foreign and Political Department, No. 
D. 2476-G/30, dated the 25th July 1930. 


pro. No. 227.— Endorsement from the 
Foreign and Political Department, No. 
D. 2476-G./30, dated the 25th July 1930. 

For information. 

P. M. J.,—31-7-30. 

M. I. Rahim, —31-7-30. 


Pro. No. 228. —Endorsement from Foreign 
and Political Department, No. 2476/G.-30, 
dated the 25th July 1930. 


Pro. No. 229. —Endorsement from the 
Foreign and Political Department, No- 
2476/G.-30, dated the 25th July 1930. 


Demi-official letter from F. E. James, Esq., 
M.L.C., Madras, to Sir Frank Noyce, 
C.S.I., C.I.E., I.C.S., Secretary, Education 
Health and Lands Department, dated the 
15th July 1930. 

With reference to our conversation the other 
day on the subject of the prohibition of the 
import of unroasted coffee beans, the following 
are the particulars of the scheme which is being 
considered in connection with the. control and 
extermination of the pest stephanoderas : — 


Rs. 

A. Recurring. 

1 Entomologist on Rs- 1,000 p.m. 12,000 
1 Senior Assistant Entomologist 

Rs. 250—25—750 3,000 

6 Assistant Entomologist Rs. 

100—20—200 plus Ra. 20 

special allowance 7,200 

19 Fieldmen Rs 30—4—60 plus 

Rs. 10 special allowance 4,800 

Travelling 8,000 

Contingencies 3,000 

Laboratory equipment 2,000 

1st year . 40,000 

5 years Rs. 2,00,000 plus Rs. 

19,800 increments . 2,19,800 


Non-recurring. 

Laboratory . 20,000 

Furniture and Equipment 8,000 

Quarters for Entomologist, 

Senior Asst, and 5 Fioldmen 25,000 

63,000 


It iH hoped that the Imperial Council of Agri¬ 
cultural Research will contribute at least a lakh 
to the scheme, the balance being found by 
Mysore, Madras, and the U. P., A. S. I. 

You will remember that I suggested that this 
expenditure would be very largely wasted if we 
are not able to prevent or control the import into 
India of the carrier of the bug. I do therefore 
trust that the Government of India will lose no 
time in taking steps necessary either totally to 
prohibit or to control the import of unroasted 
coffee beans. We should of course prefer total 
prohibition, but if there is objection to that we 
suggest as an alternative one port of control, 
which would, of course, naturally be Madras. 

I shall be glad to furnish you with any further 
information relative to the subject which you 
would like to have. 


The draft demi-official below to Mr. James 
may issue. 

R. M. J.,—21-7-30. 

M. I. Rahim,— 22-7-30. 
F. Noyce,— 30-7-31. 


Demi-official letter from Sir Frank Noyce, 
Kt., C.S.I., C.I.E , I.C.S., Secretary, Educa. 
tion, Health and Lands Department, to 
F. E. James, Esquire, M.L.C., Madras 
No. 1587/Agri., dated the 31st July 1930. 

Many thanks for your letter of the 15th 
instant regarding the scheme for the control and 
extermination of the ptst Stephanoders. The 
matter come up before the Imperial Council of 
Agricultural Research and you will doubtless 
hear the result of the discussion from them in 
the course of a day or two. On our side, the 
question whether the import of foreign grown 
unroasted coffee beans into India should be 
absolutely prohibited or in the alternative 
limited to one sort is now engaging the earnest 
attention of the Government of India and I hope 
that it will be possible to arrive at an early 
decision in the matter. 


Pro. No. 230. —Letter from the Honorary 
Secretary, Southern India Chamber of 
Commerce, No. G. 650, dated the 4th 
August 1930. 

The question of the general prohibition of the 
import of coffee into India has already been 
under consideration of the Govt, of India. Ab 
a matter of fact such general prohibition was 
reoommended by the Govt, of Madras, at the 
instance of the United Planters Association of 
South India, in the original proposals submitted 
to the Government of India in November 1925. 
At that time some doubt was entertained as to 
the advisability of the proposals, emanating as 
they did from the Planters Association, an inter¬ 
ested party, and in consultation with the Com¬ 
merce Department it was decided in the first ins¬ 
tance to consult local Govts, in the matter 


a3Dof 



asking th^m to sound commercial opinion, if 
possible. The local Governments’ replies are 
summarised on pages 13—16 of the notes in 
Agri. B, Jany. 1927, Nos. 102—114. As stated 
in para. 1 of Mr. Reid’s note dated 15th October 
1927 in Agri. B., July 1928, Nos. 128—139, the 
replies showed that the local Governments gene¬ 
rally had no very decided views on the proposals. 
Most of them, however, agreed to prohibition of 
some sort. So far as commercial opinion was 
concerned, five out of the seven bodies whose 
views were intimated expressed themselves as 
opposed to general prohibition. The late Agril. 
Adviser (Dr. Clouslon) had consittently been in 
favour of total prohibition but it will be seen 
from the notes especially Mr. Dalai’s note dated 
18th October 1927 and Mr. Bajpai’s note 
dated 25th May 1928) in Agri. B., July 
1928, Nos. 128-139, that this Department 
was not inclined to report to such drastic 
measures unless other methods proved 
in effective. The Commerce Department, who 
were consulted in the matter, also shared this 
view. That Department suggested that we might 
consider whether the prohibition of the import 
of coffee (other than roasted or ground) in bags 
would rg.eet the case and the question was 
amordingly referred to the Madras Govt for 
their views in the first instance. The local 
Govt.’s reply indicated that they were not 
in favour of the modified prohibition proposed 
as the potential carrier of the pest is the coffee 
bean itself and nan they considered that the 
question of the prohibition of the importation 
of coff e into India required further considera¬ 
tion by the Govt, of India. The latter Were, 
however, still averse from enforcing prohibition, 
all-India in scope, except as a last report, and 
eventually a compromise was arrived at with 
the Govt, of Madras whereby prohibition was to 
be limited, for the time being at any rate, to 
the Madras Presidency. A notification was 
accordingly issued on 21st Juno 1930 under the 
Destructive Inseots and Pests Act, 1914, pro¬ 
hibiting with effect from 8th August 1930 the 
importation of unroasted coffee beans into the 
Madras Presidency by sea, or, save where the 
import is from a place in India, by land. The 
Indian States of Travancore and Cochin and 
the Govts, of the French and Portuguese settle¬ 
ments in South India have also been asked to 
co-operate by prohibiting entirely the import of 
foreign grown unroasted coffee beans into their 
territories. The Mysore Govt, had already in¬ 
timated that they had taken such action. The 
question of complete prohibition was, however, 
not to be dropped without further consideration 
and with the issue of the notification mentioned 
above giving effect to partial prohibition we 
have made it known that this question is now 
engaging the attention of the Govt, of India, 
A step in the direction of total prohibition has 
since been taken when, in a notification dated 
the 23rd July 1930 Agri. A July 1930, Nos, 11-19, 
we prohibited the import of ooffee seeds by 
letter, sample or parcel post or otherwise than 
by sea. 

The present position, therefore, is, that ooffee 
seeds, unless they are roasted, oan only enter 
India by sea other than by letter, sample or 
parcel post and at ports other than those in the 
Madras Presidency, and it is now for considera¬ 
tion whether further restrictions, if not total 
prohibition, are necessary in view of the alarming 


disclosures made in recent communications from 
the Govt, of Mysore and Govt, of Madras to the 
effect that the dreaded pest atephelnoderes has 
in not a few instances already been found ilv 
imported coffee. The position must be serious 
for the Planteis’ Association of South India have 
formulated a scheme, involving considerable 
expenditure, to exterminate or control the pest 
and the Coorg Administration has obtained the 
services of an Entomologist from Mysore to 
inspect certain estates suspected of being infected 
with the pest. 

That the situation is not viewed with the same 
apprehension by the South India Chamber of 
Commerce is apparent from their recent letter 
cf 4th August 1930 in which they complain, 
without desiring to enter into the merits of the 
question, that they were not made aware 
of the circum.-tances which led the Govt, of 
India “ to take the drastic step of totally 
prohibiting the import of raw coffee ” and that 
sufficient notice of the order was not given to 
importers and dealers. The Chamber also state 
that the Govt, of India’s notification on the 
subject does not appear to be clear on the point 
as to what extent the restrictions would operate 
on foreign coffee imported in the first instance 
into some port in Northern India for ulti¬ 
mate consumption in the south. If the above 
charges are to be laid at anyone’s door it 
must be at that of the Govt, of Madras for, 
as regards the first point, it was for that 
Govt, to have consulted the Chamber at seme 
time during the protracted period the proposals 
were under consideration ; and secondly, with 
regard to the period of notice given in our 
notification dated 21st June 1930 this was fixed 
at six weekp (counting from the date the 
notification appeared in the Gazette of-India) 
which was considered sufficient by the local 
Govt. With regard to the qu- stion of the 
notification not being clear on the point specified 
it may be stated that the restrictions given 
effect to therein do not operate to prevent 
foreign coffee finding its way into Fouth India 
through a northern port, vide the opening portion 
of para 2 of Secy’s note dated 8tn Jauuary 1930) 
and the Chamber may be informed accordingly. 
It would seem from the Chamber’s letter that 
they are not likely to be enamoured of the idea 
of tolal prohibition in which case their views 
would accord with the consensus of opinion 
among commercial bodies whose views were 
previously obtained and are referred to above 
in this note. So far as local Govts, are con¬ 
cerned, as already stated their views obtained 
about four years ago on the question of total 
prohibition were not very decided. Most of 
them agreed to a partial measure of prohibition 
only. It is likely, however, that if they were 
now acquainted with the recent developments 
which seriously threaten the coffee growing 
industry in India they would agree to the pro¬ 
hibition now in force being extended in scope if 
not actually made absolute. As stated in the 
concluding portion of para. 2 of Mr. Burt’s note 
at Appendix I the growers interests should be 
regarded as more important than considerations 
of import trade and on this ground the proposal 
for complete prohibition has everything in its 
favour. In para. 1 of his note dated 28th May 
1930 and also in the concluding portion of his 
note dated 19th June 1930 Secretary has stated 
that in hie opinion the Mysore Darbar have now 
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taado out an unanswerable ease for total 
prohibition. 




Th > question of prohibiting the importation of 
coffee from specified countries only is out of the 
question (vide para. 3 of Mr. Dalai’s note dated 
18th October 1927 and the concluding portion 
of Sir. G. Rainy’s note dat.d 28th Maich 1928 
in Agri. B. July 1928, Nos. 128—139, and para. 3 
of Mr. Burt’s note but as an alternative 
to complete prohibition it has been suggested by 
the Govt, of Mysore (on the advice of Dr. 
Coleman their Director of Agriculture) that 
i nports of unroasted coffee should be limited to 
one port only, preferably Madras, where effective 
arrangements could be made for its careful 
treatment on barges before 1 inding. The United 
Planters Association of South India believe that 
there may be no great objection to allowing 
imported coffee to be roasted and ground while 
in bond at the port of import if that would 
assist matters and suggest that this might be 
considered in connection with Dr. Coleman’s 
proposals. The Director of Agriculture, Madras, 
however considers that the suggested treatment 
of coffee at one port, where import would be 
permitted, may be impossible in practice as the 
effect of fumigation on commercial quantities is 
very doubtful. Accordingly he arrives at the 
conclusion that all import except in small quan¬ 
tities for seed purposes should be prohibited. In 
para. 8 of his note Mr. Burt has also 
suggested certain alternatives to total prohibition 
but all such alternatives may be left over for 
consideration in the event only of it being finally 
decided that it would be inadvisable to enforce 
total prohibition. Before arriving at a final 
"decision on the question of such prohibition it 
would appear to be necessary, as already indi¬ 
cated, again to consult local Govts, in the matter. 
In this event the Madras Govt., who may be 
included in the reference, may be asked particu¬ 
larly to obtain the views of the South India 
Chamber of Commerce and they may also be 
addressed as suggested in para. 9 of Mr, Burt’s 
note dated 27th November 1929 (Appendix I) 
regarding the special steps that would be neces¬ 
sary if ‘ robusta ’ coffee seed needed for planting 
purposes are not to be included in the scope of 
_the general prohibition. In this connection 
attention is invited to the concluding portion 
of para. 3 of the Madras Govt’s, letter of 23rd 
May 1930. 


The Imperial Council of Agricultural Research 
may sec again for favour of remarks before any 
further action is taken, 


R. M. J.,—22-8-30. 

The Vice-Chairman, Imperial Council of Agri¬ 
cultural Research, may now be requested under 
rule 7 to favour us with his advice. 


M. I. Rahim, —23-8-30. 

The Southern India Chamber of Commerce 
have, of course, hit on the weak spot in the 
present procedure in asking to what extent the 
restriction operates on coffee imported in the first» 
instance into some port in Northern India for 
ultimate consumption in the South. We have 
recognised the unsatisfact ry nature of partial 
prohibition but were anxioUB to stop the biggest 
hole with as little delay as possible. 


y 

2. We should be glad to know if the Imperial 
Council of Agricultural Research sees any reason 
to alter the views rxpre.-sed in Mr. Rurt's note 
da'ed 27th November 1929 (Appendix I) in the 
light of later developments. 

3. The letter from the Hony. Secretary, Sou¬ 
thern India Chamber of Commerce should be 
acknowledged (action taken separately). 

F. Noyce,—25-8-30. 


Pro. No. 231 —To South India Chamber of 

Commerce No. 1787 dated the 1st Septem¬ 
ber 1930. 

Imperial Council of Agricultural Research. 

We adhere to the opinion previously expressed. 
In this connection copy of a note by the Agricul¬ 
ture Expert is placed below. 

3 

M. S. A. H ydAR i,— 6-9-30. 

Since I noted on £7th November 1929, 
(Appendix I) we have received definite infor¬ 
mation that Stephanoderes hempei has reached 
India and that several estates in Mysore and 
Madras are infected. Both administrations are 
engaged in ' clean-up ’ measures and it is of 
the greatest importance to stop any further 
arrivals of this pest. The notification prohibit¬ 
ing the import of coffee at Madras ports is 
already in force. Action has still to be taken 
to prevent the importation of unroasted coffee 
at other ports—this is now more urgent than 

ever * a 

2. The Mysore Durbar have majle out a strong 
case for the prohibition of imports of unroasted 
coffee at all ports and point out that nothing 
less than this will adequately protect Mysore 
and Coorg. As a possible alternative, Dr. 
Coleman suggests the restriction of the imports 
of unroasted coffee to one port (Madras) and 
to permit it there only on condition that it is 
treated on barges before landing ; he does not 
specify the method of treatment or give any 
special reason for carrying out the treatment on 
barges. 

3. In my note, (Appendix I) I suggested two 
possible alternatives to total prohibition of 
import of unroasted coffee, viz., 

(а) Sterilisation by steam heating at the 

port of entry, 

(б) Roasting in bond. 

The latter course was permitted as a temporary 
measure in the case of two consignments which 
came in just after the notification issued. 
I suggested that the Imperial Entomologist 
should be consulted as to the feasibility of 
these alternatives. 

4. Until the question has been examined by 
an entomologist conversant with the life 
history of this p$t, I am unable to say that 
roasting in bond, involving possibly the storage 
of infected coffee for some time, would be a 
satisfactory protection. There are difficulties 
in accepting Dr. Coleman’s suggestion that, if 
treatment at the Port of entry be permitted, 
imports should be limited to one port, viz., 
Madras. An arrangement of this nature was 
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possible in the case of American cotton im¬ 
ports, because the imports at other porta had 
been negligible over a series of years: this ia 
not so for coffee. If sterilisation, or roasting in 
bond, is permitted, probably it would have to 
be allowed at Calcutta, Rangoon aad Bombay 
as well as at Madras—provided, of course, that 
the port authorities and Local Governments 
would undertake the necessary arrangements. 


>) 


' It seems to me that the correct course in the 
light of present information is to extend the 
prohibition of the import of unroasted coffee 
to all ports. Doubtless Maritime Local Govern¬ 
ments other than Madras will have to be con¬ 
sulted again but, in view of the extreme ur¬ 
gency of the matter, they will doubtless agree. 
They may be told that the possibility of relax¬ 
ing the prohibition and permitting of imports 
on tne condition of adequate sterilisation before 
landing is being examined. There would be 
no harm in obtaining their views at the same 
S time on the question of limiting imports to one 
port for all India, viz., Madras, should |sterilisa- 
tion arrangements be found possible. They 
should be asked for a reply within a specified 
k period. 


It is important to secure the co-operation of 
the Kathiawar ports. So far as I know they 
have no import trade in coffee of any magnitude 
but sugar is imported at some of them from Java 
and coffee might easily follow. The Ok ha port 
authorities would probably grasp at any oppor¬ 
tunity of taking any trade which was leaving 
Bombay. The alternatives are :— 


(1) to issue the new notification, if prohibi¬ 

tion is decided on, and adc the 
Kathiawar States to t co-operate. 
This is open to a risk tfiat a trade 
might spring up while the States were 
considering the matter, or 

(2) to address them at once explaining the 

proposal and asking if they would 
co-operate. 


They do not produce coffee themselves and the 
problems of Madras, Mysore and Coorg will 
probably leave them cold but we may hope fcr 
their co-operation since they can hardly have 
any important trade in coffee at present. If 
they decline to co-operate, the import of un¬ 
roasted coffee by land would have to be stopped 
at the " Viramgam line ”. For this reason I 
prefer the second alternative. 

5. I propose to visit Madras almost immediate¬ 
ly and see what further information I can get 
as to the possibility of sterilisation or roasting 
in bond. 

6. There remains the important question of 
the oontrol of coffee seed intended for planting. 
We have recently prohibited the importation 
of coffee seed by parcel post thus stopping a 
dangerous loophole. But it will be observed 
from Dr. Coleman’s note that he thinks that 
coffee estates are prepared to 'V>vade the law to 
secure " Robusta ” seed and I am convinced 
that there must be some reoognised method for 
importing coffee seed for planting but in limited 
quantities and under proper control. The pre¬ 
sent scare and the influence of the Madras and 
M) sore Departments will probably make the 
importation of Robusta seed improbable for the 


present— but this cannot be relied on and I 
propose to discuss the matter also at Madia. 1 . 


* * * * * 


B. C Burt,—6-9-30. 

Department of E., H. and LandB. 


Pro. No. 232 .— Letter from the Secretary, 

United Planters Association of South 

India, N . 5309, dated the 8th September 

1930. 

The fiist thing to be done is to address local 
Governments, other than Madras, as at ‘ A ’ 
in para. 4 of Mr. Burt’6 note dated 6th Septem¬ 
ber 1930. Draft put up. A draft to the Sec¬ 
retary, South India Chamber of Commerce, 
with reference to the points raised in his letter 
of 4th August 1930 is also for approval. As 
Mr. Burt proposes to discuss, during his forth¬ 
coming visit to Madras, the important question 
of the control of coffee seed intended for planting 
and as the South ^India Chamber of Commerce 
can, with reference to our letter to them, address 
us direct if they have any objection to urge 
against general prohibition it now seems un¬ 
necessary to address* the Government of Madras 
as previously suggested at 1 B ’ of office note 
dated 22nd August 1930. It will suffice if a 
copy of our letter to local Governments and 
of the correspondence with the South India 
Chamber of Commerce is endorsed to the Govern¬ 
ment of Madras. 

2. After issuef of the drafts necessary action 
will be taken with reference to para. 4(2) of 
Mr. Burt’s note dated 6th September 1930, 
if the suggestion made therein is accepted. 
Pending receipt of replies from local Govern¬ 
ments the Imperial Entomologist may also as 
suggested by Mr. Burt be consulted^ regarding,, 
the efficacy of sterilisation by steam heating 
and roasting in bond. 

3. We shall doubtless be informed in due 
course of the results of Mr. Burt’s visit to 
Madras where he proposes to discuss certain 
questions arising in this connection. 

R. M. J.,—22-9-30. 

Vice-chairman, I. C. of A. R-, may see thu 
draft before issue. 

M. I. Rahim, —26 9-30. 


• They should be asked to communicate their view* 
through the Government of Madras. 


tl agree-. 
Yes. 


tl agree. 


Yes. 


F. Noyce, —3-10-30- 

M. I. Rahim, —26 9-30- 
F. Noyob,— 3-10-30. 

M. I. Rahim, —26-9-30. 
F. Noyob, —3-10-30- 
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Mr, Burt tells me that he does not consider 
that the question of limiting imports of unroasted 
coffee to one port for the whole of India, viz., 
Madras, ne d be pursutd and that he is not at 
all hopeful of the possibility of sterilisation or 
of roasting in bond but that he thinks these 
should be explored in consultation with the 
Imperial Entomologist. 

2. Both drafts should go to the Imperial 
Council of Agricultural Research for concurrence 
or remarks belcre issue. 

F. Noyce,— 3-10-30. 


Demi-official letter from F. E. James, Esq., 
M.L.C., Madras, to Sir Frank Noyce, Kt , 
C.S.I., C.I.E., I.C.S., Secretary, Education, 
Health and Lands of Department, dated 
the 27th September 1930. 

With reference to my interview in July, and 
my letter to you dated the loth July on the 
subject of the prohibition of the import of un¬ 
roasted coffee beans, I write to enquire as to the 
stage at which the matter has now arrived. 

In August over 200 bags of unroasted coffee 
beans came into Madras by rail from Calcutta. 
Alleppey also is receiving considerable quantities 
of this commodity. We are addressing the 
Railway Administration on the subject, and have 
already addressed the Agent to the Governor- 
General in Travancore. It is obvious however 
that these difficulties will constantly recur until 
total prohibition is in force. 

The coffee season will shoitly be in full swing, 
aud my constituents are very anxious to know 
what is the exact position at present. If 
necessary they are prepared to send a deputation 
to see the Viceroy in November as they feel it 
is so essential to their interests that something 
should be done without delay. 

I do hope that you can report definite pro¬ 
gress. 


Receipt of this should be acknowledged and 
Mr. James should be told that a further com¬ 
munication will follow. The best plan will be 
to send him a copy of our letter to Local Gov¬ 
ernment as soon as it issues and to say that, in 
the circumstances, it does not seem necessary 
that the planting community should send a depu¬ 
tation to the Viceroy. 

F. Noyce, —3-10-30. 


Demi-official letter from Sib Frank Noyce, 
Kt., C.S.I., C.I.E., 'I.C.S., Secretary, 

Education, Health and Lands Department, 
to F. E. James, Esq., M.L.C., Madras, No. 
2016-Agri., dated the 7th October 1930. 

I write to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter dated the 27th September 1930 on the 
subject of the prohibition of the import of 
unroasted coffee beans and to say that a further 

S3DofE 


commun ; cation on that subject will fellow very 
shortly. 

(Imperial Council of Agricultural Research.) 


The Agricultural Expert Adviser to the Counci' 
has suggested certain amendments to both the 
drafts. They as well as his note (copy below) 
are for Education, Health and Lanus Depart¬ 
ment’s consideration. 

M. S. A. Hylap.i, —7--0-30. 


I have made some amendments on the drafts. 

I do not think that it is necessary to say much 
about the import of unroasted coffee beans by 
rail into the Madras Presidency. W’e hope 
that the recent notification will discourage 
such imports though we have no machinery for 
stopping them. The second amendment in the 
letter to Local Governments is intended to make 
it clear that alternative 2 of the Government of 
India’s letter of 13th April 1926 is no longer open 
for it is not now considered practicable to limit 
the prohibition of imports to known infected 
eountrif s. 

2. The object of the third amendment is to 
make it clear that we propose to require foreign 
coffee to be both roasted and ground before 
import. The Madras Government’s recommenda¬ 
tions on this point have varied slightly in the l 
course of correspondence and at present we 
have only prohibited the import of unroasted 
coffee beans. After discussing the matter with 
Mr. Hiison, Director of Agriculture, Madras, and 
Mr. Ramachandra Rao, Government Entomolo¬ 
gist, Madras, I am satisfied that it is very 
desirable that imported coffee should be both 
roasted and ground. This would probably mean 
that the trade would be confined to coffee in 
tins and we should get away from the trouble 
about Stephanoderes being carried in bags even 
though the coffee contained in the bag may have 
been freed from the pest. Further, if imports 
are limited to ground coffee, no question will 
arise as to whether the beans have been 
adequately roasted—a point on which Mr. Hiison 
laid some stress. It is not impossible that Java 
and other exporting countries might ship lightly 
roasted coffee to India to comply with the law 
and it would be difficult by ordinary examination 
to say that such coffee had been sufficiently 
roasted to kill all insects. There appears to be 
no wholesale trade in roasted coffee beans at 
present and it seems desirable to go the whole 
way and admit only ground foreign coffee. 

3. As Sir Frank Noyce has noted, I do not 
consider that roasting in bond offers a practical 
alternative to prohibition of imports of unroasted 
coffee. I discussed the question with the Collec¬ 
tor of Customs, Madras, but unfortunately he 
bad not received any detailed reports as to how 
roasting in bond had worked at Tuticorin where 
it has been permitted for a few consignments as 
a temporary measure. In Madras, there is no 
bonr’ed warehouse large enough or suitable for 
the purpose and, except temporarily, the Madras 
Port Trust have no spare warehouses. Roasting 
in bond therefore would mean roasting in private 
warehouses in Madras under Customs supervision. 
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There is no wholesale trade in roasted coffee 
beans at present and apparently no firms have 
large roasting machines. In 1929-30, Madras 
received about 36,000 cwt of foreign coffee, 
Tuti orin roughly twice that quantity and 
Dhanushkodi about l/3rd as much as Madras. 
The roasting of an average of only 5 to 10 tons 
of coffee beans is no small under-taking without 
specially designed machinery and since ooffee 
shipments are irregular, a higher capacity would 
be required. From an entomological point of 
view, it is impracticable to run the risk of 
UDroasted coffee beans being stored for any 
length of time in Madras (or any other port) 
Mr. Ramachandra Rao and Mr. Hilson consider 
that the Stephanoieres can actually breed in 
stored coffee beans—the enormous number of 
live beetles found in a consignment of seed from 
the Belgian Congo which they examined, could 
not be explained any other way. Moreover the 
alternative food plants for Stephanoderes include 
groundnuts, castor, Tephorsia, Crotalaria, Hibis¬ 
cus and Ligustrum plants occurring in Madras 
and many of them in the coastal belt. Step¬ 
hanoderes does not necessarily breed on all of 
these hosts but it can feed on them thus 
facilitating’ its journey to the nearest coffee 
plantation. Hence roasting in bond is not a 
complete insurance unless carried out promptly 
and under strict quarantine conditions ; this 
seems commercially unworkable. 

4. The present notification regarding the 
import of coffee seed requires amendment. At 
present para. 7 of the notification of 1922 
deals with coffee and Hevea rubber plants from 
America and para. 9 with coffee and Hevea 
rubber seeds from America whilst para. 8A 
(as amended) by notification 1541 of 23rd July 
1930) prohibits the import of coffee seed by 
letter parcel or sample post or otherwise than 
by sea. 

So far as coffee is concerned, the principal 
change necessary iB to omit the words ‘ from 
America ’ both in para. 7 and in para. 9. 
We have had no proposal for altering the rules 
about Hevea rubber. I would therefore sugg-st 
that para. 7 be redrafted as follows :— 

Hevea rubber plants and Hevea rubber seeds 
from America (including the West Indies) shall 
not be imported into British India by sea except 
by the Director of Agriculture, Madras. Para. 9 
“ Coffee plants and Coffee seeds shall not be 
imported into British India by sea save by the 
Direotor of Agriculture, Madras Presidency and 
at the port of Madras. The Director of Agricul¬ 
ture Madras Presidency shall take all measures 
necessary to ensure that such coffee plants and 
seeds as are imported by him are free from 
plant diseases and injurious insects. ” 

The Director of Agriculture, Mysore, has 
already suggested that the Director of Agricul¬ 
ture, Madras, shall be the sole importing officer 
as he is at present for coffee seed from America. 
It would suit Madras, Mysore & Coorg to have 
any coffee seed which they may want imported 
by the Director of Agriculture, Madras. 
Mr. Hilson agrees with me that the recent total 
prohibition on the import of coff e seed by the 
parcel post should be retained in order not to 
have any loophole ; he will import any seed 
that may be required as " ships parcels ” and 
arrange for both examination and fumigation of 
the seed. 


Coffee seeds are merely coffee beans that have 
not been “ cured ” in any way. In order that 
no loophole may be left, the import of coffee 
other than roasted and ground, by the parcel 
post should be prohibited when the new notifica¬ 
tion prohibiting the import of unroasted coffee 
at all ports is issued. 

5. I am not optimistic about a disinfectant 
being found. Heat treatment of any kind w«>ul<I 
6poil the flavour, the usual fumigants—Hydro¬ 
cyanic gas and Carbon bisulphide—are out of 
the qui stion for a food stuff and the latter is too 
dangerous for commercial use. A bare possi¬ 
bility is fum ; gation with a mixture of carbon 
dioxide and carbon Non-oxide gases but careful 
experimental work would be necessary. The 
Imperial Entomologist might be consulted 
through the Director, Pusa Research Institute. 

B. C. Bttrt,—7-10-30. 

Department of Education, Health and Lands. 


The drafts to local Govts, and to the Hony. 
Secy., Southern India Chamber of Commerce may 
now issue with the amendments suggested by 
Mr. Burt. A draft d.-o. to Mr. James, vide 
Secy’s, note of 3rd October 1930 is also for ap¬ 
proval. 

R. M. J.,—9-10-30. 

M. I. Rahim, —9-10-30. 

I . my note dated 19th June 1930, I held that 
the Mysore Durbar had made out an unanswer¬ 
able case for total prohibition—fide the Resident’s 
letter No. 4216/89-1930 Ests., dated ‘22nd May 
1930. Since then, there have been two import, 
ant developments which have greatly strengthen¬ 
ed that case. The first is the fact that tlie pest 
hat been actually discovered on coffee estates in 
South India. How long it has been there or how 
it got t 1 era it is impossible to say, nor is it neces¬ 
sary to make any attempt to apportion the l lame. 
All that need be said here is that the answer to 
those who, like the Times of India, throw all the 
blame on the Govt, of India on account of the 
delay in issuing the notification is that it is the 
planting community which has introduced the 

E est, as some of its members, rlthough they 
new the risk they were running by so doing, 
have persisted in obtaining seeds of high yielding 
varieties from Java. Be that as ft may, we 
have to face the situation resulting from the 
existence of the pest in this country. An ex¬ 
pensive scheme for dealing with it has been for¬ 
mulated by the Govt, of Madras, the Mysore 
Durbar and the United Planters’ Association of 
Southern India and is under correspondence 
between them and the Imperial Council of Agri¬ 
cultural Research. It is, I think, obviously no 
use going on with this scheme and taking steps to 
eradicate the pe6t if it is likely to be re-introduc¬ 
ed at any moment. 

2. That such re-introduction is very probable 
is clear from the second development whioh has 
occurred since the issue of our notification. This 
is the fact that consignments of unroasted coffee 
beans are finding their way into the Madras 
Presidency by rail from Calcutta. One consign¬ 
ment, I may mention, has also found its way 
into Madras from Alleppey, the Iravancore port. 
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but I understood from Mr. Burt that this loop¬ 
hole has already been stopped, as the Travancore 
Durbar has taken action in regard to co-operation 
■with us in the mattei. Mr. James, the Planters’ 
representative on the Madras Legislative Council, 
informs me that 200 bags of unroast'd coffee 
beans came into Madras by rail from Calcutta in 
August. It is clear, therefore, that the addition¬ 
al cost of railway freight is not proving the deter¬ 
rent. to the import of unroasted coffee beans from 
other parts of India that we hoped it would. 

4. In these circumstances, the case for total 
prohibition is very strong indeed. We cannot, 
however, impose it without consulting local 
Govts, again. It is, therefore, proposed to ask 
their views as in draft I below, explaining in 
detail the reasons wnich make total prohibition 
desirable. 

6. The Southern India Chamber of Commerce, 
whilst not discussing the merits of the existing 
partial prohibition, wants to know why it was 
not consulted before the notification issued and 
also complains of the shortness of the notice 
given. It is proposed to reply as in draft II 
below. 

6. Mr. James, in his letter dated 27th Septem¬ 
ber 1930, has raised the question of a deputation 
from the Planting community to the Viceroy 
urging total prohibition. If H. M. approves the 
action suggested above, it will, I think, suffice 
to send -him a copy of our letter to local Govts, 
as soon as it issues ancb to say that in the cir¬ 
cumstances, a deputation does not appear neces¬ 
sary. 

7. Central Board of Revenue and Commerce 
Deptt. should see the drafts before issue. 

8. The suggestions made by the Imperial 
Council of Agricultural Research have been em¬ 
bodied in the drafts. 

F. Noyce,— 10-10-30. 

F[azl-i-] H[usain], —11-10-30. 

(Seen and concurred in by C. B. R. and Com¬ 
merce Deptt.) 

Department of Education, Health and Lands. 


The drafts may now issue. 

R. M. J.,—16-10-30. 

M. I. Rahim,— 17-10-30. 


Pro. No. 233. —Letter to all local Govern¬ 
ments except Madras, No. 2107-Aori., 
DATED THE 20tH OCTOBER 1930. 


Pro. No. 234. —Letter to the Honorary 
Secretary, South India Chamber op Com¬ 
merce, No. 2108 -Aqri., dated the 20th 
October 1930. 


To the Government op Madras, Endorse- 
ment No. 2109 -Aqri., dated the 20th 
October 1930. 


Demi-official letter from Sir Frank Noyce, 
Kt., C.S.I., C.I.E , I.C.S., Secretary, Depart¬ 
ment of Education, Health and Lands, 
to F. E. James Esq., M.L.C., Madras, 
No. 2110 -Agri., dated the 20th Octobbr 
1930. 

In continuation of my demi official No. 2016- 
Agri., date ! 7th October 1930, I forward a 
copy of a letter which has been addressed to all 
local Governments asking for their views on the 
question of the total piohibition of the import 
of coffee into India other than roasted and 
ground. It is hoped that they will have no ob¬ 
jection to the proposal and that it will be pos¬ 
sible to give effect to it at an early date. 

In the circumstances it does not seem neces¬ 
sary for the planting community to send a 
deputation to the Viceroy in the matter. 

i 

i 
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Pro. No. 235.— From the Foreign and Politi¬ 
cal Department, endorsement No. D./4271 

G./30, dated the 14th October 1930. 

If we ever enforce total prohibition of the 
import of coffee unless roasted and ground, re¬ 
garding which loc il Governments were addressed 
in our letter No. 2107-Agri., dated the 20th 
October 1930, there will be no need for co-op¬ 
eration between those Governments and the 
Mysore Government in the manner suggested 
by the latter as any coffee other than ro sted 
and ground then imported into Mysore will be 
Indian grown only. In the meanwhile however 
we may, in deference to the wishes of the 
Mysore Government, pass on their request to 
the local Governments including Burma con¬ 
cerned for compliance as far as possible pend¬ 
ing a decision on the general question of total 
prohibition. Draft submitted which the Im¬ 
perial Council of Agricultural Research may 
see before issue. After issue, the file may be 
referred un-officictlly to the Director, Pusa, who 
may be asked to obtain the views of the 
Imperial Entomologist with reference to para¬ 
graph 3 of Mr. Burt’s note dated 6th September 
1930 and paragraphs 3 and 5 of his note dated 
the 7th October 1930. 

R. M. J.,—30-10-30. 

The draft may issue if it is considered proper 
that we should ask local Governments to appoint 
officers to issue certificates of origin. It would 
also facilitate work if the opinion* of the Im¬ 
perial Entomologist is invited and reoeived by 
the time we get replies from local Governments. 

Akster Husain.— 30-10-30. 

We must have the advice of the Imperial 
Counoil of Agricultural Research in the Mysore 
Government proposal. 

F. Noyce,— 31-10-30. 


*Thi# should be done es soon as possible. 

F. Noyce, —31-10-30. 
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Imperial Council of Agricultural Research. 


Copy of a note of the Agricultural Expert to 
the Council with which the Vice-Chairman is in- 
agreement is placed below. Mysore, it may be 
noted, has the power to prohibit import. 

M. S. A. Hydari, —21-12-30. 

I have no doubt that what the Mysore Gov¬ 
ernment wish to avoid is imported coffee railed 
in from the Bombay Presidency. Madras and 
Coorg are the only British provinces which 
produce coffee (apart from a trifling area in 
Burma), and we have already prohibited 
foreign coffee beans (unroasted) at Madras 
ports and asked the co-operation of the States 
concerned in South India. It seems to me 
that Mysore should prohibit the import of 
unroasted coffee beans into Mysore State unless 
accompanied by a certificate that the coffee was 
produced in British India, when that has been 
done it would be incumbent on the importer to 
secure the necessary certificate. 

It seems rather much to ask all local Gov¬ 
ernments to appoint certifying officers when 
they have no direct interest in the matter. 

B. C. Bubt,—19-12-30. 

Department of Education, Health and Lands. 


Pro. No. 236. —From theGovkrnment of the 
Central {Provinces, No. 1453/739-XIV, 
DATED THE 28TH NOVEMBER 1930. 


Pro. No. 237. —From the Government of the 
United Provinces, No. 894-A., dated the 
29th November 1930. 


Pro. No. 238. —From the Government of 
Bihar and Orissa, No. 3198-D., dated the 
28th November 1930. 


Pro. No. 239. —From the Government of 
Assam, No. 3273-E., dated the 28th|jNo- 
VEMBER 1930. 


Pro. No. 240. —From the Government of 
Bombay, No. 6334-A./24, dated the 1st De¬ 
cember 1930. 


Pro. No 241. — From the Government of the 
Punjab, No. 4234-D., dated the 3bd De¬ 
cember 1930. 


Pro. No. 242.—From the Government of 
Bengal, No. 6465, dated the 5th December 
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Pro. No. 243.— From the Government of the 
United Provinces, No. 1307, dated the 13th 
December 1930. 


To the Government of Burma, No. "'519-AoBi.j 
DATED THE 24TH DECEMBER 1930 


Pro. No. 244. —From the Government of 
Burma, No. 3830, dated the 17th December 
1930. 

With reference to Mr. Burt’s note dated 19th 
December 1930, a draft to the Hon’ble the rfesi- 
dent in Mysore is put up which to save time may 
be sent separately (with relevant extract from 
these notes) to the Foreign and Political Depart¬ 
ment for favour of issue. 

2. The replies to our circular No. 2107-Agri.,^ . *. 

datecj^ 20th October 1930 are now complete and 
are summarised below. It will be seen that the 
consensus of opinion, both official and otherwise, 
is greatly in favour of the total prohibition of 
the import of coffee unless roasted and ground. 

The Govt, of Burma, among the local Govts, 
voice the only dissentient note. One of the, 
reasons adduced by the.Burma Govt, in support 
of their attitude is that there do not appear to 
be any re-exports of coffee from the province. 

This may be the case at present but if total 
prohibition is enforced in the rest of India, and 
Burma is excluded, the result might well be, as 
pointed out in para. 7 of Mr. Burt’s note dated 
27th November 1929 (Appendix I), that foreign 
coffee will be diverted to Rangoon for reship¬ 
ment thence to the rest of India. Burma cannot 
therefore, be allowed to remain outside the 
general restrictions proposed. As we have not 
yet heard from the South India Chamber of 
Commerce with reference to our letter No. 2108- 
Agri., dated 20th October 1930 it is presumed 
that they have no comments to offer. We may, 
therefore, proceed to give (fleet to the pioposals 
for the total prohibition of the import of coffie, 
other than roasted and ground, except by the 
Director of Agriculture, Madras Presidency. As 
the file was for some considerable time with the 
I. C. of A. R. D. after issue of the draft to local 
Govts, the Impl. Entomologist has not yet been 
consulted with reference to para. 3 of Mr. Burt’s 
note dated 6th September 1930 as read with 
paras. 3 and 5 of his note dated 7th October 
1930 on the question of sterilisation or roasting 
In bond of imports of coffee. But this is perhaps 
now unnecessary in view of the almost unani¬ 
mous acceptance of the proposal for total pro¬ 
hibition. 

3. Action has yet to be taken with reference 
to the suggestion in para. 4 (2) of Mr. Burt’s 
note dated 6th September 1930, regarding the 
question of enlisting the cooperation of the 
Kathiawar States in giving effect to the proposed 
general restrictions. A draft to the A. G- G., 
Western India States and to the Resident at 
Baroda is accordingly submitted for approval. 

The Imperial Council of Agricultural Research 
Dept, may see for remarks, if any, before it is 
referrred to the F. and P. Deptt. for favoui of 
issue. 
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4. WiFmeference to para. 4 of Mr. Burt’s not© 
dated^'*',i. October 1930, in view of the fact that 
“ impo^y*' under the Destructive Insects and 
Pests Act, as recently amended, means the bring¬ 
ing or taking by sea, land or air, and as it is 
clear that any prohibition or restriction that may 
be imposed on the importation of goods into 
British India must be held to apply to all impor¬ 
tations whether by post or otherwise it would 
appear to meet the requirements of the case if 
rule 8-A. of the rules under the Act is omitted 
altogether and rules 7 and 9 redrafted as 
follows :— 

“ 7. Hevea rubber plants and Hevaa rubber 
seeds from America (including the West 
Indies) shall not be imported into 
British India except by the Director of 
Agriculture. Madras Presidency.” 

“ 9. Coffee plants and unroasted or un- 
ground coffee seeds shall not be imported 
into British India save by the Director 
of Agriculture. Madras Presidency. 
Provided that the said Director shall 
take all measures necessary to ensure 
that such coffee plants and seeds as are 
imported by him are free from plant 
diseases and injurious insects.” 

Our notification of 21st June 1930 will simul¬ 
taneously have to be cancelled. 

5. The Imperial Council of Agricultural Re¬ 
search Deptt. may see for final commtnts before 
the amendment is put into draft form and referred 
to the C. B. R. and Commerce and Legislative 
Deptts. before issue. 

6. A copy of the proposed notification, when 
issued, may be forwarded, through the proper 
channels, to the Indian States and Foreign Settle¬ 
ments concerned in South India who may be 
asked to take steps to prohibit the import into 
their territories of unground, as well as un¬ 
roasted, coffee beans. 

R. M. J.,—14-1-31. 

E. B. H.,- 16-1-31. 

I venture to submit that the draft to the 
Resident in Mysore which is based on Mr. Burt’s 
note of 19th December 1930 ante is not a proper 
reply to the request of the Mysore Durbar in 
their letter to the Resident, Mysore. The object 
of the Government of Mysore in their desire to 
have officers appointed by Provincial Govern¬ 
ments, to certify that a particular consignment of 
coffee is Indian grown, is probably to ensure that 
the certificate comes from a proper authority. If 
this is not done the importer might find it diffi¬ 
cult to secure the necessary certificate. 

Draft to Resident at Baroda may issue. 

Akhter Hussain,—16-1-31. 

Local Govt, have been so prompt in replying to 
our letter of October 20th that it seems to me that 
there is no necessity to issue either of these drafts, 
now that we know that they are practically un¬ 
animously in favour of total prohibition of the 
import of unroasted and unground coffee seed. 
Total prohibition will solve the problem put to us 
by Mysore and as we are now so near it, it seems 
hardly worth while asking for the co-operation 
of the Kathiawar States and Baroda until it has 
actually been decided on. No useful purpose 
would be served by holding up the issue of orders 
until we get their reply—in fact there is every 


reason why we should not further delay—and 
yet they might possibly resent the issue of orders 
until they had replied. Perhaps Imperial Coun¬ 
cil of Agricultural Research would kindly advise 
on this point. 

2. The Imperial Council of Agricultural Re 
search will doubtless agree that total prohibition 
should now be enforced. We should also be 
glad to have its advice as to the contention of 
the Govt, of Burma that prohibition is unneces¬ 
sary. It will, I think, be sufficient to explain 
to the Govt, of Burma, when we issue the notifi¬ 
cation, that the reason why it is considered 
necessary that the prohibition should apply to 
Burma is that pointed out by Mr. Buit, namely 
that otherwise there would be a danger of the 
introduction of the pest to India through foreign 
coffee diverted to Rangoon for reshipment to the 
rest of India. The prohibition in regard to 
Burma will, in all probability, only be in force for 
a few months in any case, after which Burma 
will be free to do as it likes. 

3. Will Imperial Council of Agricultural Re* 
search also kindly say whether the amendments 
in the Rules under the Destructive Insects and 
Pests Act suggested in para. 4 of the office note 
will meet the case ? 


F. Noyce, —29-1-31. 

Imperial Council of Agricultural Research. 


Copy of a note by the Agricultural Expert to 
the Council, with which the Vice-Chairman is in 
agreement, is placed below. 

M. S. A. Hydari, —9-2-31. 

1. I agree with Sir Frank Noyce that we should 
first prohibit the importation of coffee unless 
roasted and ground into British India (save by 
the Director of Agriculture, Madras) and then 
ask the Baroda and Kathiawar States to co¬ 
operate. If the notification forbids the import¬ 
ing of coffee other than coffee produced in India / 
into British India by land or see the import of 
foreign coffee into British India via a Kathiawar 
port would be illegal and the coffee could be 
stopped at the Viramgam line if the Kathiawar 
States fail to cooperate—as they may. 

2. I agree that Burmah cannot be omitted. 

If when Burmah is separated from India the new 
Government of Burmah fails to prohibit the 
import of coffee into Burmah India will have to 
prohibit the import of coffee fiom Burmah. We 
need not take up that point at present. When 
Burmah is separated from India there will have 
to be a proper agreement between the two coun¬ 
tries on the whole question of preventing the 
import of foreign pests and diseases. 

In the notification the prohibition should 
specify coffee beans or seeds so that there may be 
no loophole. 



B. C. Burt. 


Draft notification submitted. It is presumed 
that the proviso to the Order published witn our 
notification of 2lBt June 1930 (which will now 
have to be cancelled) together with the corres¬ 
ponding schedules will be retained in the new 
Order. It will be as well for the Imperial Council 
of Agricultural Research Deptt. to see again 
before the draft is sent to the Central Board oj 
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Revenue and the Commerce and Legislative 
Deptts. before issue. 

E. B. H.,—26-2-31. 

F. Noyce, —2-3-31. 

I. C. of A. R. 


Copy of a note by the Agricultural Expert 
Adviser to the Council, with which the Vice- 
Chairman is in general agreement, is placed 
below. 

M. S. A. Hydabi, —4-3-31. 

As regards the reference to the Director of 
Agriculture, Madras in the draft notification it 
would of course be possible to deal with this 
point by executive instructions but it seems to 
be desirable that the notification itself should 
make it clear that a statutory duty is imposed on 
the Director of Agriculture, Madras, as the one 
person in all-India permitted to import coffee 
seed or plants. If it is made clear in the notifi¬ 
cation that a statutory obligation rests on the 
Director of Agriculture it will strengthen his 
hands in dealing with applications as well as 
emphasising the importance oi adequate care. 

2. The only other question which arises is whe¬ 
ther it is still necessi ry to require that unroasted 
coffee produced in India and conveyed to a port 
in South India should still need a certificate of 
origin or whether we should simply prohibit the 
importation of unroasted coffee not produced in 
India. The principal traffic affected is Mysore 
coffee which is shipped from Marmagoa to 
Mangalore. We could relax the restriction so far 
as Mysore coffee is concerned provided that we 
could be certain that no unroasted foreign coffee 
would be imported at Marmagoa but not other¬ 
wise [see my note of 16th November 1929, para. 
6(4) (Appendix I)]. 

In July 1930 the Government of Portuguese 
Settlements in India were requested through the 
Government of Bombay to take steps entirely to 
prohibit the import of unroasted coffee beans. 
No reply to that request has been received. We 
must therefore be prepared to stop consignments 
of foreign coffee beans at Castle Rock and Mysore 
coffee will require a certificate of origin. 

3. As regards the actual wording, I suggest 
two verbal amendments:— 

(а) In section 7 instead of “ including the west 
Indies ” I prefer “ or from the West Indies ”. 

(б) In para. 9 “ unroasted or unground coffee 

beans or seeds ” is an awkward phrase. I sug¬ 
gest “ Coffee plants, coffee seeds or coffee beans 
shall not be imported, etc.” amending the second 
proviso to read “ Provided also that the prohibi¬ 
tion hereinbefore contained shall not apply to 
roasted, and ground coffee or to a consignment of 
unroasted or unground coffee beans or seeds 
produced in India and covered by a certificate of 
origin, etc.” 

B. C. Bcbt. 


Demi-official letter from R. jw 1 hanmu- 
kham Chetty, Esq., M.L.A., to Sf xa Frank 
Noyce, Kt., C.S I., C.T.E., I.C.S., SSGBs* ARY, 
Education, Health and Lands Depart. 
MENT, DATED THE 22ND MaRC'U 1931. 

I have been asked by some of the coffee planters 
in South India to make the following representa¬ 
tions to you. The importation of unground and 
unroasted coffee from Java into India has result¬ 
ed in the spread of some kind of disease in the 
coff e plants in South India and as a preventive 
measure the Government of Madras have 
prohibited the importation of such 
coffee into ports in the Madras Presidency. 
Though the Government of Madras have taken 
prompt action in this matter, it seems that coffee 
from Java is imported in the ports of the other 
Presidencies and reaches the South Indian 
market ultimately. This defeats the whole 
action of the Madras Government and the coffee 
planters are anxious that some action should be 
taken by the Governments of the other provinces 
also in this matter. May I request you to kindly 
examine this question and do something in this 
matter if possible ? I hope that as a matter 
relating to agriculture this comes under the 
purview of your Department. 

With bcBt wishes. 


1. As regards para. 1 of Mr. Burt's note we 
may decide to retain the reference to the Director 
of Agriculture, Madras in the draft notification- 
There is a precedent for this— viae the reference 
to Mr. Krumbiegel in para. 3 of the main order 
under the Destructive Insects and Pests Act. 

2. With regard to para, 2 of Mr. Burt’s note 
it is presumed that he is agreeable to the system 
of certificates of origin, vide the " third ” and 
“ fourth ” schedules appended to the draft 
notification—being retained also in regard to 
imports of coff.e produced in Travancore* and 
Cochin. If and when we are satisfied that the 
Govts, of French and Portuguese India and the 
maritime Indian States have taken proper steps 
to prohibit the import of foreign coffee into their 
territories (and on this point enquiry will be 
made after issue of the draft notification) we can 
consider whether it will be sufficient merely to 
prohibit the importation of unroasted or un- 
ground coffee not produced in India. 

3. We may accept the verbal amendments 
suggested in para. 3 of Mr. Burt’s note except 
that in order to avoid ambiguity we may, perhaps 
insert the word “ generally ” after the words 
“ roasted and ground coffee ” in the amendment 
suggested by him to the second proviso in the 
draft notification. 

4. The file may now go to the Legislative and 
Commerce Depts. and to the C. B. R. —vide 
Secy.’6 note dated the 28th February 1931. 

6. Draft reply to Mr. Shanmukham Chetty’s 
d,-o. of the 22nd instant is for approval, 

E. B. H.,—24-3-31. 

Akhter Husain,—24-3*31. 


♦In this connection please see the papers leading up 
to the issue of our notification No. 2552-Agri., dated the 
24th December 1030 (B, July 1928, Noe. 128:120), 
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We may ask Legislative Deptt. kindly to 
scrutinise the draft notification before the file 
goes to the C. B. R. and Commerce Deptt. 


Issue. 


F. Noyce, —24-3-31. 


F. Noyce, —24-3-31. 


Demi-official letter from Sir Frank Noyce, 
Kt., C.S.I, C.I.E., I.C.S., Secretary, Depart¬ 
ment of Education, Healtr and Lands, to 
R. K, Shanmdkham Chetty, Esq., M.L.A. ( 
No. 481-A., dated the 26th March 1931. 

Will you kindly refer to your letter of the 22nd 
instant regarding restrictions on the import of 
unground or unroasted coffee into India. It was 
the Govt, of India who at the instance of the 
Govt, of Madras, in their notification No. 1343- 
Agri., dat d the 21st June 1930 prohibited the 
import of unroasted coffee beans into tho Madras 
Presidency by sea or, save where the import was 
from a place within India, by land. They were 
fully aware when issuing the notification that 
the protection it afforded was limited in scope as 
it did not prevent the import at ports outside 
the Madras Presidency of coffee which might 
find its way into consumption in the South of 
India. But they were anxious to close the most 
likely source of infection with as little delay as 
possible pending a decision on the wider question 
of the total prohibition of 'he importation of 
unroasted or unground coffee which has been 
engaging their attention for some time past. 
Local Govts, have been consulted with regard to 
such general prohibition and it is hoped that a 
decision in the matter will be arrived at very 
shortly. 


Commerce Department. 

Formal amendments have been suggested. 


G. H. Spence, —25-3-31. 


The views of this Dept, on the complete pro¬ 
hibition of the import of coffee beans, other than 
roasted and ground will be faund in tho progs. 
B., Agri. July 1928, Nos. 128-129. It will be 
observed that in view of the very considerable 
imports of coffee, other than roasted and ground, 
into Madras and Bombay, it was thought that 
interference should be limited to the minimum 
essential to prevent the introduction of the 
beetle and we suggested the prohibitions of 
imports of coffee in bags, but the E., H & L. 
Dept, for good reasons decided that suoh 
prohibition, would not cure the evil —vide J S.’s 
note of 13th January 1930 and p. 7 ante. 
Important developments have since strengthened 
the case for complete prohibition i.e. (1) the pest 
has actually been discovered on coffee estates in 
South India and (2) the consignments of 
unroasted coffee beans are finding their way into 
Madras Presidency by rail from Calcutta, we 
may agree to total prohibition being enforced. 

N. D.,—26-3-31. 

As the local Govts, and the interests consulted 
by them have generally agreed to the total 


prohibition of imports of coffee se< ds and beans 
this Dept, may agree to the proposal. When the 
prohibition was first applied to imports into tl.e 
Madras Presdy. a period of notice was given, at 
our suggestion, in the interests of the importing 
trad", and it is for consideration whether v<e 
should suggest that such a notice should also be ) 
given now. The local Govt’s, and the interests > * 
consulted by them have not, however, demanded ) 
this. 

Ladli Pebshad, -26-3-31. 


J. C. B. -Drake, —27-3-31. 


[Proposal Concurred in by the Central 
Board of Revenue.] 

Department of E., H. and Lands. 


The draft notification, as formally amended 
by the Legis. Dopti., may now is.-ue. It will bo 
seen that the Commerce Deptt. do not consider 
that a period of notice should be given in the 
present notification as was done in our notifica¬ 
tion of 21st June 1930. 

E. B. H.,—30-3-31. 

Akhter Husain, —30-3-31. 

In October last, all local Govts., except Madras, 
whose views on the subject we knew, were asked 
if they had any objection to the extension to 
all ports in British India of the existing restric¬ 
tions on the import of coffee under which the 
import of unroasted coffee beans into the Madias 
Presidency by sea or unless the import is from a 
place within India, by land is prohibited, in 
order to prevent the introduction and spread of 
the pest Stephanoderes Hampei. With the 
exception of the Govt, of Burma, local Govts, are 
unanimously in favour of total prohibition. The 

I. C. of A. R. and the Commerce Department 
agree that total prohibition should now be 
enforced. 

2. The Govt, of Burma contend that total 
prohibition is unnecessary on the ground that 
there do not appear to be any re-exports of 
coffee from that Province to India. The I. C. of 
A. R. points out, however, that there probably 
would be if total prohibition were not enforced 
for Burma as well as India proper, as there would 
be a distinct danger of the introduction of the 
pest, against which we are legislating, into India 
through foreign coffee diverted to Rangoon for 
shipment to India proper. In these circum¬ 
stances, the prohibition should, for the present, 
apply to Burma. We may explain to the Govt, 
of Burma why this has been thought neoeseary 
when the notification issues. The prohibition in 
regard to Burma will in all probability only be 
in force for a few months in any oase, after which 
Burma will be free to do as she likes. 

3. B. M.’s approval is, therefore, sought to the 
issue of the draft notification below which 
prohibits the imports of unroasted or ungrouud 
coffee beans or seeds into all ports in British 

* I do not think we Deed ask for this. 

J. C. B. Dbake. 
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India, unless they have been actually produced 
in India and are covered by a certificate of 
origin. 

F. Noycb, —30-3-31. 
F[azl-i-] H[usain], —1-4 31. 


Pro. No. 245. — Notification No. 534-Aqri., 
DATED THE 1st APRIL 1931. 


Endorsement No. 539-Agri., dated the idem 
to all local Governments and Adminis¬ 
trations (except Burma) ; Director Imperi¬ 
al Institute of Agricultural Research, 
Pusa ; Commerce Department ; Army De¬ 
partment ; Central Board of Revenue ; 
Foreign and Political Department ; 
Legislative Department ; Imperial Council 
of Agricultural Research Department ; 
Consul-General for United States of 
America, Calcutta ; His Majesty’s Trade 
Commissioner, Calcutta Director-General, 
Commercial Intelligence and Statistics, 

With reference to para. 2 of Secy.'s note of 
29th January 1931 a draft to the Govt, of Burma 
ia put up. The usual drafts to the India Office 
and the Director, Imperial Institute of Entomo¬ 
logy, are also for approval. 

E. B. H.,—6-4-31. 

Akhter Husain. —3-4-31. 

i i 

F. Noyce, —7-4-31. 


Pro. No. 246 .—To the India Office, No. 110- 
Agbi., dated the 9th April 1931. 


Pro. No. 247 .—To the Director, Imperial 
Institute of Entomology, London,. 
No. 596-Agri., dated the 9th April 1931. 


Pro. No. 248 .—To the Government of 
Burma, No. 597-Agri., dated the 9th 
April 1931. 

We may now address Indian States and 
Foreign Settlements in India inviting their 
co-operation. The following drafts are for 
approval:— 

(1) to the Hon’ble the Resident in Mysoie, 

(2) to the Hon’ble the A. G. G. in the States 

in Western India and to the Resident 
at Baroda, and, 

(3) to the Govts, of Madras "and Bombay 

and to the A. G. G., Madras States. 


The drafts may be sent to the F. ai d P* 
Deptt. for favour of issue. 

E. B. H.,—28-4-31. 

Akhter Husain, —28-4-31. 

F. Noyce, —30-4-31. 


(Notes in the Foreign and Political 
Department.] 

We may issue the draft. 

G- M. C.,—5-5-31. 

M. Smith,—6-5-31. 

Yes. Foreign side should also see as 
Portuguese and French Govts, are to be 
addressed through Bombay. 

H. A. F. Metcalfe, —7-5-31. 

Department of E., H. and Lands. 


Pro. Nog. 249 — 251 .— Fhom the Foreign and 
Political Department, endorsement 
No. D.-1474-G/31, dated the 18th May 
1931. 


Pro. No. 252 .— From the Foreign and 
Political Department, endorsement 
No-. D-1607 Q/31, dated the 21st May 
1931. 

For information. 

E. B. H.,—28-5-31, 

Akhter Huhain, —30-5-31. 


Pro. No. 253 .— Letter from the Government 
of Madras, No. dated the 8th Junk 
1931. 

Draft endt. to the Central Board of Revenue 
submitted. 

E. B. H.,—22-6-31. 

Akhter Husain, —23-6-31. 


Pro. No. 254 .—Tb the Central Board or 
Revenue, endorsement No. 1119-AgRI-? 
dated th b 27th June 1931. 
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APPENDIX I TO NOTES. 




In the earlier discussions it was assumed, firstly, 
that the principal danger of importing the pest 
“ stephanoderes hampei ” lay in the importation 
of “ Robusta ” coffee seed for planting, secondly 
it was believed that the bags in which the coffee 
was imported constituted the principal danger. 
These assumptions have now proved to be 
i correct. I have had the advantage of dis¬ 
cussing the case with the Director of Agriculture, 
Madras, whilst at Indore and of seeing his 
file. The present position is that we now know 
that imports of unroasted coffee beans for con¬ 
sumption are as dangerous as the importation 
of seed and that imported coffee (from Java 
where the pest is 60 common that the Agricul¬ 
tural Department reported that they could not 
supply insect-free beans for planting) is reaching 
bazaars in the coffee producing districts. 
Samples from commercial lots of cured Java 
beans have been examined by the Government 
Entomologist, Madras, and found to be exten¬ 
sively bored dead specimens of insects have been 
identified as stephanoderes hampei and the 
identification confirmed. Live specimens of 
Stephanoderes hampei have been found in beans 
imported for planting and the identification 
confirmed by the Imperial Entomologist and the 
Imperial Bureau of Entomology. The history 
of the peBt in other countries, e.g., Brazil, shows 
that the curing of the beans for the market 
cannot be relied on to kill the pest. The case 
for immediate action to protect the Indian coffee 
growing industry is therefore complete as the 
dangerous character of the pest is a matter of 
common knowledge. 

2. It may be pointed out that India is more 
than self-supporting at present in regard to coffee 
production, imports being only some 32,000 cwt. 
per annum and exports some 140,000 cwt. per 
annum. The growers interest is, therefore, by 
far the most important anu should not be 
sacrificed to any considerations of import trade. 

3. It is out of the question to prohibit the 
importation of coffee from specified countries 
only—the risk is too great as our entomological 
intelligence from some coffee growing countries 
is very scanty. 

4. In my opinion nothing but complete pro¬ 
hibition of the import of coffee beans, unless 
roasted or adequately sterilised, at all Indian 
ports will be really effective. I cannot find any 
data to support the assumption that the addi¬ 
tional railway freight from Calcutta or Bombay 
to Madras, or to Mysore, would kill the import 
trade. On the contrary, prohibition of import at 
Southern India ports only would most likely 
result in increased imports at other ports and 
the transport of coffee to Madras by rail. If 
Java has a large quantity of low grade coffee to 
market she will sell it at whatever price she can 
get—we know how she has been able to cut 
sugar prices. A further consideration is that 
the Mysore, coffee growing area is much nearer 
to Bombay (which is the second coffee importing 
port in order of maguitud ) than the Madras 
coffee districts. In Mysore there are considerable 
areas of abandoned or semi-abandoned coffee 
where the pest might exist and multiply for years 
before it was reported. 


5. The Madras Government are clearly anxiouB 
that there should be no further delay and doubt¬ 
less for that reason have concurred in a limited 
measure of protection. To 6top imports at South 
India ports would give a large measure of protec¬ 
tion temporarily and allow of other Governments 
being consulted regarding a general prohibition 
of imports of unroasted coffee beans. 

6. I suggest that the following immediate ac¬ 
tion be taken:— 

(1) A notification should be issued at once pro¬ 
hibiting the import by sea of unroasted coffee 
beans at all ports in the Madras Presidency. 
Such prohibition not to apply to coffee produced 
in India if covered by a certificate of origin in 
the form prescribed in the notification. 

(2) A copy of the notification should be sent 
to the Indian States concerned asking them to 
enforce similar prohibitions. Travancore and 
Cochin have always co-operated in matiers of this 
kind and will doubtless act at once when the 
position is explained and the Government of 
India notification issued. 

(3) Portuguese and French territories should be 
asked to enforce similar prohibitions. I do not 
anticipate any difficulty from the French settle¬ 
ments as there are already some order, in force 
for excluding this Pest from French Colonies 
where it does not exist. (Paris Notification of 
1926,1 think). Portuguese India may not be so 
easy at the powers of the local authorities may 
be limited. 

(4) Until the Portuguese authorities have put a 
satisfactory prohibition in force, all coffee enter¬ 
ing British India from Marmagoa (whether via, 
Castle Rock by sea from Marmagoa) should 
be covered by a certificate of origin. We only!. 1 
wish to allow Mysore coffee to pass foreign coffee! 
should be prohibited. 

(5) The Mysore State should be informed of 
the action taken and asked to co-operate in 
preventing foreign coffee beans (unroasted) from 
entering Mysore territory by any route. 

It should be explained that Mysore coffee will 
be allowed to enter Madras freely but that certi¬ 
ficates of origin are necessary to prevent foreign 
coffee entering Southern India via Marmagoa. 

7. Having dealt with this urgent item, the 
question of complete prohibition of unroasted 
coffee beans should be taken up with other 
Governments. Bombay is mainly concerned but 
also Calcutta (as an alternative port) I do not see 
why Rangoon should be omitted. We do not 
want it used as an alternative route to Madras or 
to have to stop imports of coffee from Rangoon 
to Madras. At present much of the Java coffee 
enters Madras via Colombo but it could easily be 
shipped to Rangoon and re-exported from there. 

8. There are two alternatives to prohibiting the 
import of unroasted beans entirely viz :— 

(а) To admit unroastsd beans after steriliBa- 

.tion by steam heating at the 'port of 
entry. 

(б) To permit of roasting in bond. 

These might, be examined by the Imperial 
Entomologist. There is a small import 
of high class coffee into India and the 
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importers might prefer these alterna¬ 
tives in order to be able to supply 
freshly roastsd coffee to their custo¬ 
mers. 

9. The proposed prohibition will entirely 
exolude * Bobusta ’ coffee seed for planting. This 
should be pointed out to the Madras Government. 
If they need * Bobusta ’ seed for planting they 
should work out proper methods of disinfection 
and submit them for approval in order that the 
conditions under whieh coffee seed for planting 


may be imported can be defined. Inspection of 
the Beed Is not enough nor is a routine fumiga¬ 
tion adequate for an insect which is well-hidden 
in the bean. If imports of coffee seed are to be 
permitted they must satisfy conditions whioh will 
secure that insects are destroyed—and the seed 
left uninjured. A sufficiently lengthy treatment 
with HCN gas would probably do but this should 
be ascertained by experiment. 

B. C. Bubt,—27-11-29. 


* 
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APPENDIX II TO NOTES. 


(Copy of .vote recorded on file regarding 

Co-OPEBATrON OF INDIAN STATES, IN (A) 

Research and (b) Prevention of importa¬ 
tion OF PESTS and diseases.) 

The cotton seed file has been returned to the 
Department of Education, Health and Lands, 
who asked for it; they may be asked to let us 
see it again when they have received replied 
from Baroda and Cutch to the Government of 
India’s proposals to restrict the import of cotton 
seed entirely to seed required for experimental 
purposes and to admit such consignments only 
at the Port of Bombay, and there subject to in¬ 
spection and fumigation by an officer of the 
Indian Central Cotton Committee—power to im¬ 
port being also restricted to certain officers men¬ 
tioned in the schedule. The replies from the 
other States are instructive ; Travancore, Cochin, 
Morvi, Junagadh, Jafrabad have agreed to the 
Government of India’s proposals, as have also 
the French and Portuguese Settlements in India. 
The Kathiawar Maritime States of Bhavnagar, 
Navanagar and Porbunder have only provision¬ 
ally agreed that the importation of cotton seed 
into India should be restricted to the Port of 
Bombay. They all reserve their rights to import 
foreign cotton seed at those ports in future, 
should the trade become very important, subject 
however to an undertaking that they will carry 
out fumigation by a method approved by the 
Government of India. Bhavnagar makes a 
further stipulation that in years of scarcity if 
foreign cotton seed is required for cattle food they 
will be free to import it, subject to fumigation by 
a method approved by the Government of India. 

As regards restrictions on the importation of 
American cotton to the Port of Bombay, the 
present position is similar. The French settle¬ 
ments, the Portuguese Settlements, Travancore, 
Junagadh, Morvi, Jafrabad have all agreed to the 
Government of India’s proposals, but the more 
important Maritime States of Kathiawar, namely, 
Baroda, Bhavnagar, Porbunder and Navanagar 
have only temporarily prohibited the import of 
American cotton and thoy reserve their right to 
import it after fumigation on their providing 
suitable fumigation plant, should the trade become 
of importance to them. In fact Baroda definitely 
says that their prohibition is temporary until 
fumigation equipment is provided. 

The States are of course jealous of their treaty 
rights in regard to the ports, but this apart, 
there are definite reasons why Bhavnagar would 
not agree to an unqualified acceptance of the 
Government of Indi’a proposals in regard to 
cotton seeds, and why Baroda has only made a 
temporary prohibition in the case of American 
cotton. The importation of African cotton seed 
into Bhavnagar provides a cheap source of cattle 
flood in a year of scarcity ; such years unfor¬ 
tunately are not infrequent in Kathiawar, and 
Bhavnagar has a large milch cattle population 
The Baroda State hope to develop Port Okha 
as a first class port for foreign trade and the point 
which they pressed before the Central Cotton 
Committee was that Port Okha is conveniently 
situated for Ahmedabad mills and that consign¬ 
ments of Amerioan cotton for Port Okha might 
make all the difference as to whether large 
steamers had sufficient freight for that port or not. 


It will be seen that the two measures advo¬ 
cated by the Central Cotton Committee involves 
restriction of dangerous imports to a single port 
for the whole of India, thus going very far 
beyond the procedure which would have been 
followed, had the States passed their own laws on 
the lines of the Destructive Insects and Pests 
Act. All States at once agreed to co-operate in 
keeping out any specified insect pest and all 
were quite willing to pass laws or orders requiring 
fumigation. The practical difficulty that had to 
be overcome was whether the small Maritime 
States could in fact adequately carry out fumiga¬ 
tion and enforce their own prohibitions. 

I quite agree that had the importance of the 
ports of Maritime States been realised when the 
Destructive Insects and Pests Act was passed 
and their general adherence to the policy of the 
Government of India secured, we should have 
had less trouble over American cotton and foreign 
cotton seed, but I can think of no possible way 
in which the British India Act., and notifications 
by the Governor General in Council under that 
Act, could be extended to Indian States. We 
could of course ask the States to pass similar 
Acts and issue similar notifications, but the reply 
from the small States would probably be that 
no Act was necessary and that if the Government 
of India would bring to their notice any specific 
danger, they would co-operate as usual in impos¬ 
ing such prohibitions as might prove necessary. 
The Destructive Insects and Pests Act of 1914 is 
purely an enabling Act and the whole machinery 
for enforcement consists in notifications by the 
Government of India and ruk-B by local Govern¬ 
ments. Notifications are added to from time to 
time as specified sources of danger are detected ; 
so that even in British India the Act is not water¬ 
tight since we are dependent on information of 
dangerous imports before we can issue notifi¬ 
cations restricting them. 

Only the larger States would frame Acts and 
notifications, the smaller States would prooeed 
by executive order. It may be noted that 
Cochin and Travancore have already passed 
Plant Pest and Diseases Acts and have issued 
notifications similar to those in force in British 
India. 

A qualified adherence to our policy by the 
Kathiawar States was only secured after a full 
discussion with State representatives at the 
Central Cotton Committee and even then with 
difficulty. I feel Btrongly that before we ask 
any Indian State to place restrictions on imports, 
we should have the scientific side of the cas© 
properly worked out and have a very clear idea 
as to what measures are necessary before we ask 
them to co-operate. Whenever a proposal is 
made for an addition or alteration to the Notifi¬ 
cations under the Destructive Insects and Pests 
Act the Research Council should in future be 
consulted (as it will doubtless be) and we should 
then take steps to seoure a full discussion of the 
point at issue with Indian States’ representa¬ 
tives, whether they are contributors to the funds 
of the Council or not. 

I am afraid that to address Indian States at 
present on the subject of passing General 
Destructive Insects and Pests laws would lead to 
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confusion and possibly upset the agreement 
which has been reached in regard to cotton seed 
and American cotton. 

It is obviously in order that the Imperial Coun¬ 
cil of Agricultural Research should be asked by 
the Government to examine the working of the 
Destructive Insects and Pests Act. Apart from 
the question of the Maritime States, there are 
certain complaints about the present arrange¬ 
ments for fumigation of living plants at the 
various ports. There is however no immediate 


urgenoy in the matter and as the Government of 
India have not yet received all replies to their 
proposals for restrictions on the importation of 
ootton seed and are therefore not issuing any 
notification as yet, the matter might well wait 
until the second meeting of the Advisory Board. 
We might advise that this subject should be 
referred to us officially in time for consideration 
by the Advisory Board next summer. 

B, C. —19-9-29. 
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APPENDIX III TO NOTES 


Central Provinces .—The quantity of coffee 
imported into that province is Rmall and neither 
the local Government nor the leading importers 
of coffee, who have been consulted, have any 
objection to the extension of existing restrictions 
as proposed. 

United Prvvinces .—Agree with the Director of 
Agriculture, United Provinces, and the Upper 
Indian and the United Provinces Chambers of 
Commerce that the existing restrictions against 
the import of coffee, other than roasted and 
ground, should be extended as proposed. 

Bihar and Orissa .—No coffee is grown-on any 
scale in Bihar and Orissa or directly imported 
from abroad and that province is interested only 
from the point of view of local traders and 
consumers, who, so far as the local Government 
have been able to ascertain, are not likely to be 
inconvenienced by the extension of existing res¬ 
trictions as proposed. There is no objection, 
therefore, to the proposals. 

Assam .—Have no objection to the proposals 
and have received no objection hitherto from 
persons who were consulted as possibly in¬ 
terested in the question. Add that very little 
oofiee is grown in the province and, so far as the 
local Government are aware, no coffee is imported 
for manufacture within the province. 

Bombay .—The Director of Agriculture, Bombay 
is in favour of some treatment being enforced 
which would destroy the coffee insect pest at the 
port of entry without affeating the quality of the 
product, but the local Government agree with the 
view of the Government of India that the only 
hope of successfully eradicating the pest and 
preventing its introduction into India lies in 


making the existing restrictions absolute. The 
Chamber of Commerce, Bombay, and the Indian 
Merchants Chamber support the proposal, while 
the Karachi Chamber of Commerce does not 
desire to express an opinion in the matter. The 
Karachi Indian Merchants Association has not 
yet communicated its views. Some commercial 
firms in Bombay dealing in tea and coffee were 
also consulted but with the exception of one 
firm which is in favour of doing everything to 
protect Indian coffee from insect pests, have not 
offered any useful opinion. 

Puajnb.^-Accept the proposal of the Govern¬ 
ment of India a3 from enquiries made they do not 
think that any appreciable inconvenienoe will be 
caused to the public, the trade or caterers. 

Bengal .—Agree that the existing restrictions 
should be extended as proposed and add that 
important commsrcial bodies who were consulted 
in the matter are of the same opinion. 

Burma .—State that from out of the six local 
commercial bodies which were consulted four are 
in favour of the proposed extension of the 
existing restrictions on the import of coffee. The 
Director of Agriculture, Burma, has no objection 
to the proposals from the Agricultural point of 
view but the local Governm 3nt think that the 
insect pest mentioned in the proposals of the 
Government of India may have other hosts 
besides coffee and in view of the fact that there 
does not appear to be any re-export of coffee 
from Burma and that there is so little cultivation 
of it in the province, they are not in favour of 
a prohibition which would hamper trade and 
which is not considered necessary for the, pro¬ 
tection of coffee plantations in Burma. 
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION, HEALTH AND LANDS. 

PROCEEDINGS, AGRICULTURE—R. (Print) OCTOBER 1931, 

Nos. 210—254. 

Restrictions on the import of Coffee into India. 

RESTRICTIONS ON THE IMPORT OF COFFEE INTO INDIA. 


Pro. No. 210 .— Letter from Secretary to the Government of Madras, 

Development Department, No. 771, dated the 27th April 1929. 

Subject : — Prohibition of import of Coffee into South India. 

"With reference to the correspondence ending with the telegram from 
the Government of India, No. 179, dated 1st February 1929 (Agri. B., Feby. 
1929, Nos. 22—27). I am directed to state that this Government agree that 
the prohibition need not be made all India in scope and that for the present 
the case will be adequately met by prohibiting the importation of all coffee 
into South India unless it is roasted or ground. It will be necessary to pro¬ 
hibit the importation of coffee into all the Ports of the Madras Presidency 
and also into the Native States of Mysore, Truvancore and Cochin and it is 
presumed that the Government of India will address these States. This 
Government likewise hope that it might be possible for the prohibition of 
import through Foreign Settlements like Pondicherry, Karaikal and Mar- 
magoa as otherwise arrangements will have to be made to stop the import on 

the land frontiers concerned. 

. • "■ 

The Coffee which is at present exported from Marmagoa to Mangalore 
by sea is produced in Bababudin Hills in North Mysore and is sent by Rail 
to Marmagoa from where it is shipped to Mangalore solely for the purpose of 
being cured and bagged for re-shipment to foreign destinations. This Govern¬ 
ment consider that this legitimate and necessary movement of Coffee should 
not be interfered with provided that it bears a certificate issued by some com¬ 
petent authority, preferably a representative of the United Planters Associa¬ 
tion of South India, to the effect that it is Coffee produced in Mysore and 
being imported for purposes of curing and re-export only. 

I am also to request that the Go vernment of India may be pleased to 
forward for the perusal of this Government the draft of any Act which it 
may be decided to bring into force in order to give effect to the proposed 
prohibition. 


Pro. No. 211. —Letter to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, 
Development Department, No. 274* Agri., dated tee 7th February 
1930. 

Prohibition of the import of unroasted coffee beans into South India. 

I am directed to refer to the correspondence ending with your letter 
No. 771, dated the 27th April 1929, and to forward copy of a draft notifica¬ 
tion which it is proposed to issue under the Destructive Insects and Pests 
Act, 1914, with a view to prohibiting the import of unroasted coffee beans 
into the Madras Presidency by sea, < r, save where the import is from a 
place within India, by land. As the Local Government are doubtless aware, 
under section 3(27) of the General Clauses Act, 1897, the term 4 India ’ as 
used in the draft includes Indian States but not Foreign territories in India. 
It will be observed that it is proposed to allow consignments of unroasted 
coffee beans produced in India to be imported by sea provided that they are 
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covered by certificates of origin, vide Schedules A and B appended to the 
draft notification. This will cover the case of coffee produced in Mysore 
and sent by rail to Marmagoa for shipment to Mangalore. 

2. The Government of India consider it desirable that' immediate 
action should be taken to the extent indicated in the draft notification. 
They propose, simultaneously with the issue of the notification, to address 
the ^Travancore and Cochin Durbars and the Government ; of the French and 
Portuguese Settlements with a view to securing similar action on their part 
in regard to imports of unroasted coffee beans into the ports situated in 
their territories and also to ask for the co-operation of the Mysore Durbar. 
In the meantime, until the French and Portuguese authorities agree to the 
adoption of preventive measures, the effect of the notification will be to 

■- prevent imports across the land frontiers concerned. It is not possible to 
/ enforce a similar prohibition against imports by land from Indian States 
j even were this desired as no machinery exists which could be utilised for 
t this purpose. 

3. I am directed to request that any observations the Local Government 
may have to offer on the draft notification may be communicated to the 
Government of India by telegram. 


Pro. No. 212. —Telegram from the Government of Malras, Develop¬ 
ment Department, dated the 24th February 1930. 

Your letter 274-Agri., 7th February. Notification prohibiting import 
unroasted coffee beans Madras Presidency this Government have no remarks. 


Pro. No. 213. —Letter from the Secretary to the Government of 

Madras, Development Department, No. 425, dated the 24th 

February 1930. 

With reference to Mr. Rahim’s letter No. 274-Agri., dated 7th February 
1930, I am directed to state that this Government have no obseivations to 
make in respect of the draft notification which the Government of India 
propose to issue under the Destructive Insects and Pests Act, 1914, with a 
view to prohibit the import of unroasted coffee beans into the Madras Presi¬ 
dency. The following telegram has been sent to you to-day :— 

“ Your letter 274-Agri.(dated) 7th February. Notification piohibit- 
ing import (of) unroasted coffee beans (into) Madras Presidency. 
This Government have no remarks (to offer).” 


Pro. No. 214. —Endorsement from the Foreign and Political Depart¬ 
ment, No. D. 888-G./30, dated 17th March 1930. 

Copy of the following forwarded to the Department of Education, Health 
and Lands, for information. 


Copy of a letter from the Assistant Secretary to the Government 
of India, Foreign and Political Department, to the Hon’ble 
the Resident in Mysore, No. D.-888-G./30, dated the 17th March 
1930. 

Prohibition of the importation of unroasted coffee beans into South India . 

I am directed to address you on the subject of prohibiting the importa¬ 
tion of unroasted coffee beans into South India. 

2. It has been represented to the Government of India that a dangerous 
insect pest known as “ Stephanoderes hampei ” has been causing serious 
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damage to the coffee crop in Java, Sumatra, Central Africa, Brazil and the 
West Indies. This pest is a weevil which bores into the berries and reduces 
the yield of marketable coffee. It is not yet known to exist in tt is country 
and it is therefore imperative that steps should be taken to protect the 
coffee producing area in Southern India by preventing its entry through 
imports of coffee from abroad. It is accordingly proposed to issue a notifica¬ 
tion (a draft copy of which is enclosed) under the Destructive Insects and 
Pt-sts Act of 1911, with a view to prohibiting the import of umoasted coffee 
beans into the Madras Presidency by sea or, save where the import is from 
a place within India, by land. Under section 3 (27) of the General Clauses 
Act, 1897, the term “ India ” a.s used in the draft notification includes Indian 
States bat not foreign territories in India. 

3. The Government of India consider it desirable that immediate action 
should be taken to the extent indicated in the draft notification. They 
propose, simultaneously with the issue of the notification, to address the 
Travancore and Cochin Durbars and the Governments of the French and 
Portuguese Settlements with a view to securing similar action on their 
partin regard to imports of unroasted coffee beans into the ports situated 
in their territories. In the meantime, until the French and Portuguese 
authorities agree to the adoption of preventive measures, the effect of th e 
notification will be to prevent imports across the land frontiers concerned, 

4. It will be observed that it is proposed to allow consignments of 
uoroasted coffee beans produced in India to be imported by s'a provided 
they are covered by properly signed certificates of origin. This system of 
certification hns been designed to prevent any interference with the move¬ 
ment of coffee produced in Mysore and sent by rail to Marmagoa for shipment 
to Mangalore or other Madras ports. 

6. The Government of India trust that the prop sed measures will com¬ 
mend themselves to the Mysore Daroar which is also very closely interested 
in the question of protecting the coffee producing districts of Southern India 
from the introduction of foreign pests. They will be glad to have any 
observations on the proposals the Durbar may wish to offer, more especially 
on the proposal that the Director of Agriculture, Mysore, should be notified 
as a certifying authority. In view of the urgency of the matter I am to 
request that a telegraphic reply may be sent to this letter. 


Pro. No. 215. —Endorsement from the Foreign and Political Depart¬ 
ment, No. D. 1276-G./39, dated the 11th April 1930" 

A copy of the telegram from the Hon’ble the Resident in Mysore, 
No. 3033, dated the 7th April 1930 is forwarded to the Department of Edu¬ 
cation, Health and Lands, for information in continuation of the endorse¬ 
ment from the Foreign and Political Department, No. D. 888-G./30, dated the 
17th March 1930. 


Telegram from the Hon’ble the Resident in Mysore, to Foreign 
and Political Department, No. 3033, dated the 7th (received 9th) 
April 1930. 

Your letter dated 17th March. Prohibition of importing unroasted coffee 
beans. Am consulting Mysore State, and hope personally to discuss matter 
with Coorg Planting Opinion in the next few days. In the meantime, am 
doubtful and am aware expert opinion shares my doubt, whether proposed 
measures will attain object of Government except temporarily as difficulty of 
preventing import by land through unrestricted ports would be very great 
and I have reason to believe that desire to obtain Robusta seeds may lead to 
illioit importation in spite of risk of introduction of Stephanoderes. 
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Pro. No. 216. —Endorsement from the Foreion and Political De¬ 
partment, No. D. 1516-G./30, dated 3rd May 1930. 

A copy of the Express letter from the Hon’ble the Resident in Mysore, 
No. 3422, dated the 24th April 1930, with enclosures, is forwnrdcd to the De¬ 
partment of Education, Health and Lands, for information, m eontiuuation 
of the endorsement from the Foreign and Political Department, No. D. 1276- 
G./30, dated the 11th April 1930. 


Copy of an Express letter No. 3422, dated the 24th April 1930, 
from Resident, Mysore, Bangalore, to Polindia, Simla. 

My telegram No. 3033, April 7th, 1930. 

I enclose copy of letter Pol. 1139, April 17th, 1930, from Government 
Mysore regarding prohibition of the importation of unroasted coffee beans 
into South India. Comment follows. 


Letter from the Secretary to the Government of His Highness 
the Maharaja of Mysore, Development Department, Bangalore, 
to the Secretary to the Hon’ble *the Resident in Mysore, 
Bangalore, No. Pol.-1139/A. and E.-291-29-4, dated the 17th 
April 1930. 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 2549/89 of 
1930, dated 25th March 1930, in the matter ol the prohibition of unroaated 
coffee beans into South India, with a view so the protection of cofff e-produc- 
ing areas from the dangerous insect pest known as “ Stephanoderes hampei”, 
and to state as follows:— 

1. The Government of Mysore fully agree that it is imperative that 
effective Bteps should be taken to prevent the entry of the destructive pest 
mentioned above into South India through the import of coffee from abroad 
and they are, as a matter of fact, considering the question of what measures 
should be taken for securing this object. 

2. While they are ready and willing to co-operate cordially with any 
action that may be taken by the Government of India to obviate this danger 
by preventing the importation of unroasted coffee beans from outside, they 
doubt whether the notification proposed to be issued is likely to be a suffi¬ 
cient protection. They have consulted on this subject, Dr. Leslie C. Coleman, 
the Director of Agriculture in Mysore, whose note is enclosed for reference, 
and they are in entire agreement with his opinion. 

3. Since the notification as drafted would prohibit the import of unroast¬ 
ed coffee beans from abroad only into the Madras Presidency, such coffee 
beans can obviously be imported into India through ports other than those 
in the Madras Presidency. I am to emphasise that this prohibition 
would confer no real protection against the pest, since when once entry is 
permitted into India, it will be impossible to prevent the movement of im¬ 
ported coffee by laud to Sooth India either through the mail, by Railway 
parcel, or as personal luggage. It is almost certain that unroasted coffee 
beans, if once they are allowed to enter India, will find their way into Mysore 
across the Bombay frontier ; and if the pest is once permitted to get a foot¬ 
hold in Mysore, nothing could prevent its spreading to Coorg and all the 
coffee areas of South India. 

4. With the incre'asing interest that is being shown in the introduction 
of Robusta coffee which is unfortunately a more congenial host for 
“ Stephanoderes hampei ” than the Arabica coffee, there is no doubt that 
planters will be greatly tempted to obtain seed in small consignments through 
Bombay or Calcutta from experimental stations outside India where improved 
strains have been evolved by selection, and to brave the risks of importing 
this serious pest with the seed. This is a probability that will h ve to be 
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foreseen and guarded against- That this danger is not merely hypothetical 
has been proved by a few instances which have come to the notice of our 
Agricultural Department. The only course which is like ly to be an effective 
protection of I he coffee industry in India is the entire prohibition of the 
import of unroasted coffee from foreign sources into India. This measure is 
not likely to entail any real hardship since India is a preponderatingly coffee 
exporting country. If for any reason such absolute prohibition should be 
considered impossible, a working alternative would be to confine importation 
of unroajted coffee to only one port, preferably Madras, where effective 
arrangements could be made for the careful treatment of all imported coffee 
on barges before landing. 

5. As regards the certification of Mysore coffee which may be transported 
by sea from one part in India to another, this is likely to cause serious in¬ 
convenience to planters besides presenting difficulties in execution ; but the 
Government of Mysore are prepared to make such arrangements as may be 
possible in the circumstances. 

(2) l am to request that the suggestion made in para. (1) 4 above may 
be kindly urged for the acceptance of the Government of India, since the 
interests of the Mysore State and of Coorg are so heavily involved that they 
are worthy of careful and sympathetic consideration. 


Note on restriction of imports of Coffee into India. 

The proposed notification of the Government of India has, as its object 
the prevention of the import of unroasted foreign-grown coffee beans into 
the coffee-growing areas of South India. If, as provided for m the draft 
notification, unroasted coffee beans can be imported through ports such as 
Calcutta and Bombay,! am convinced that it will be impossible to prevent 
the movement of tnis coffee by land into South India. In the first place, 
the chances of detection of small quantities such as would be imported for 
seed purposes during transit by land routes, either through the mail, by rail¬ 
way parcel, or by transport as personal luggage, seem to me extremely 
small. In the second place the proposed notification takes no account of the 
possibility, or, I might rather say, the probability of importation into Mysore 
State along its north western boundary where it borders on Bombay Presi¬ 
dency. I believe no one would seriously anticipate that were Stephanoderes 
once to becoma established in Mysore State, it could be prevented from 
spreading to the neighbouring coffee areas of Coorg or to the somewhat more 
distant coffee areas in Madras Presidency. I believe I am right in thinking 
that special legislation on the part of the Government of Mysore would be 
required before any restriction could be placed on the importation of coffee, 
foreign-grown or otherwise, from ocher parts of India into Mysore. 

While Staphanoderes has been reported from various parts of Africa and 
while the danger of it3 importation from the continent is by no means small 
I believe our chief danger lies in the possibility of its importation from Java. 
During the year 1928-29, out of a total of 44, 926 cwts. of unroasted coffee 
imported into India, 17,856 cwt., came from Java, and, as is well known 
Stephanoderes has already been found (luckily in dead condition) in Java 
coffee in the Coonoor bazaar. To the imports from Java should probably be 
added 8688 cwts. imported from the Straits Settlements as this almost, 
certainly came from Java originally. The danger of our importing this 
extremely serious coffee pest has been accentuated in the last two or three 
years by the very maiked increase in interest in the growth of Robusta coffee 
in both Mysore and Coorg. I feel confident that the area under this species 
ef coffee will, extend very bonisderably during the next few years. This new 
feature of coffee cultivation greatly increases the danger for two reasons. In 
the first place it is generally admitted that Robusta coffee is a much more 
congenial host for Stephanoderes than is Arabica coffee so that the formation 
of plantations largely or wholly consisting of Robusta would contribute 
greatly to the establishment of the pest if it is once introduced. In the 
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second place the experiment stations in Java, as is well known, have done an 
immense amount of selection work on Robusta coffee and have thereby ob¬ 
tained strains of high merit as regards yit:Id. We have, it is true, started 
selection work on both Robusta and Arabica coffee on our recently established 
Coffee Experiment Station but it will probably take us fifteen or twenty 
years before we shall have reached the stage already attained in Java. 

The temptation for coffee planters, who desire to take up the cultivation 
of this species of coffee, to attempt to obtain seed of these high yielding 
strains from Java will be very great and I fear there are not a few planters 
who would be prepared to take the risk of importing Stephar.oden s if they 
could thereby ensure themselves a plantation of Robusta coffee decidedly 
higher yielding than that which can be obtained fiom Indian grown Seed. 
Even were the Government of Mysore to take legislative or exe cutive action 
towards the prevention of the import of foieign-grown coffee it wtuld, I 
submit, be comparatively easy for these men to obtain small consignments 
from Java either through Calcutta or Bombay without running any serious 
risk of detection. All that would be necessary would be for an agent in one 
of these ports to break up the original parcel and send it forward in small 
parcels put up so as to conceal the contents. I believe there would not be 
one chance in a thousand of such a parcel’s being detected in the post. 

While it is possible that the proposed notification might delay the 
introduction of Stephauoderes into South India, I feel certain that we 
shall find the beetle on our coffee estates within the next ten years 
unless very much more stringent precautions are taken than are provided 
by the proposed notification. That the danger is a very real one and 
that we are not dealing with a hypothetical case iB shown by the 
following instances which have come to my attention during the past 
year and a half. A very important planting company interested primarily 
in tea, who have now about se ven thousand acres of land in Mysore, 
decided to take up the planting of Robusta coffee on a large scale. 
They placed an order for seed with a Java company and it was only by 
a pare accident that this was brought to my attention as the result of 
a conversation which was overheard by an officer working under me. 
A very strong representation was made to the company with the result 
that they agreed to stop the shipment, or, if that were impossible, to 
have it destroyed at the port of entry. A second firm have recently 
placed orders fora shipment of Robusta coffee from Malaya. This was 
brought to my attention through the kindness of the visiting agent who 
is my personal friend. In this case, notwithstanding my strong protest, 
I have, as yet, not been able to get an assurance that the order will 
be cancelled and it appears as if the company were determined to proceed 
with the importation. In the case of this second company I strongly 
suspect that they would be prepared to risk the chance of detection even 
were Government action taken with the object of preventing the importation 
of foreign-grown coffee into Mysore. 

The third instance is more serious than either of those mentioned. In 
this case Arabica coffee seed has actually been imported into India from 
the Belgian Congo, as I understand for experimental purposes. This ship¬ 
ment arrived in Bangalore some months ago. I .was informed of the 
expected arrival of the shipment and I strongly advised a careful examination 
by an Entomologist before it was sent out to coffee p 7 anters. The 
shipment was sent to tlii3 office and was found to be litc rally alive with 
Stephanoderes. There were certainly many thousands of live specimens 
in the three tins which contained each about ten pounds of coffee. 
The con ignment was mest carefully destroyed at once but the fact that, 
as I am informed, it arrived in Bangaloie about two months before it 
reached my office and the further fact that the parcels when they 
reached us were in a condition such as to allow of the, ready escape 
of the beetles, leaves the situation one of very considerable anxiety. In 
this particular case there would, of course, have been no importation 
had the proposed notification been in force but it illustrates clearly the 
imminence of the danger with which we are faced, a danger which I firmly 
believe threatens the existence of the coffee industry. 
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Under these circumstances, I feel strongly that the importation of 
unroasted coffee from foreign sources into India should be entirely pro¬ 
hibited. The exports of coffee from India far exceed the imports so, even 
were this to lead to the complete cessation of imports, it would cause no 
real hardship. It for reasons with which I am not conversant and which 
are certainly not obvious it appears impracticable to introduce this wholesale 
restriction, I would strongly represent that importation of unroasted coffee 
should be restricted to one port where the consignments could be carefully 
treated on barges before landing as is being done in the case of American 
cotton. The danger of importing Stephanoderes is, I am certain, many 
times greater than that of importing tne Mexican cotton boll weevil and 
the consequences of such importation would, I am equally certain, be no 
less disastrous, from the standpoint of the coffee industry. 1 would suggest 
Madras as the most suitable port for this restricted importation, for that 
would allow of supervision and control by the one Department of 
Agriculture in British India which has a direct interest in the maintenance 
and development of the coffee industry. 

As regards the certification of Mysore coffee which may be transported 
by sea from one port in India to another, I believe this is likely to 
lead to serious inconvenience to the Mysore Coffee Planters and I feel 
sure that it will be very unpopular, more especially in view of the 
fact that they are bound to feel that the measure of protection provided 
by the proposed notification is quite inadequate. In other words, they might 
m illingly acquiesce in a measure which will cause them personal inconven¬ 
ience provided they can be convinced the measure will be, at the same time, 
effective in guarding them from a real and serious danger. In the present 
case, I fear that incentive will not exist. While I shall carry out as 
efficiently as I can the duty of certifying officer should the Mysore j 
Government so order, I cannot help but feel that the job will be an! 
almost impossible one under the conditions that exist in this State. j 

In conclusion I may be permitted to point out that of the total 
area under coffee in India approximately one-half is found in Mysore. 
If we add to this the area in our neighbour, Coorg, where conditions 
are very similar to those existing in this State we have an area of 
coffee in comparison with which that in Madras Presidency sinks into 
comparative insignificance. In Mysore three-fourths of the total area are 
in the possession of Indians many of whose holdings are very small 
indeed and I believe somewhat similar conditions exist in Coorg in this 
respect. I submit that, before reaching a decision on the measures 
required for the protection of the coffee industry in India, the represen¬ 
tations and the needs of Mysore and Coorg should receive the most 
careful and sympathetic consideration. 


Pro. No. 217.— Letter from Secretary to the Government of Madras 

9 

Development Department, No. 1076-Ms., dated the 23rd May 

1930. 

I am directed to refer you to paragraph 2 of Mr. Rahim’s letter 
No. 271-Agri., dated the 7th February 1930 and to enquire whether the 
Indian States and foreign Governments have been addressed as stated 
therein and if not to request you to take immediate action. 

2. Dr. Coleman, the Director of Agriculture, Mysore State; has brought 
to the notice of this Government a few instances in which infected coffee 
has been recently imported into South India. In one case a parcel of 
three tins of 10 lbs. each of Arabica coffee from Belgian Congo was found 
to contain thousands of live specimens of * stephanoderes’. Incidentally 
he refers to the inadequacy of the contemplated notification of the Gov¬ 
ernment of India and states that if the coffee-growing areas of South 
India of which Mysore and Coorg f$6m the major portion are to be saved 
from the pest known as ‘ stephanoderes’, the only course is to restrict the 
importation of unroasted coffee beans into one port in India, preferably 
Madras, where the consignment could be carefully treated on barges 
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before it is landed as is being done in the case of American cotton. 
He thinks that nothing can prevent the infected coffee from moving into 
South India by wajf of Calcutta and Bombay either in small parcels or 
by railway. 

3. The Director of Agriculture, Madras, entirely concurs with D r - 
Coleman on the main issue but thinks that the sugeested treatment of 
coffee at the one port where import will be permitted may be impos^dble 
in practice as the effect of fumigation on commercial quantities is very 
doubtful. Accordingly he arrives at the conclusion that all import except 
in small quantities for seed purposes by the Director of Agriculture, 
Madras, should be prohibited. 

4. In view of the facts now. brought to notice this Government 
considers it absolutely necessary that the proposed notification prohibiting 
the import of coffee into the Madras Presidency should be issued immediately 
and action taken on the lines indicated in Mr. Rahim’s letter referred 
to above. 


Pro. No. 218. —Telegram to the Secretary to the Government of 
Madras, Development Department, No. 1205, dated the 2nd June 
1930. 

Clear the line. —Reference correspondence ending your No. 1076-Ms., 
May 23rd. Prohibition of importation of unroasted coffee into South India. 
Government of India consider that period of notice should be given in pro¬ 
posed notification of prohibition in interests .of importing trade and request 
views of local Government as to minimum period that will suffice. 


Pro. No. 219. ~ Endorsement from Foreign and Political Department, 
No. D.-1817-G./30, dated the 1st June 1930. 

A copy of the letter from the Hon’ble the Offg. Resident in Mysore, 
No. 4216/89-1930, dated the 22nd May 1930, with enclosure is forwarded to 
the Department of Education, Health and Lands, for information, in con¬ 
tinuation of the endorsement from the Foreign and Political Department, 
No. D.-1516-G./30, dated the 3rd May 1930. 


Letter from the Hon’ble the Officiating Resident in Mysore and 
Chief Commissioner of Coorg, to the Political Secretary to the 
Government of India, Foreign and Political Department, 
No. 4216/89-1930-Enc.-S. 1 , dated the 22nd May 1930. 

Subject :—Prohibition of the importation of Unroasted Coffee Beans into 

South India. 

In continuation of my express letter No. 3422, dated the 24th April 
1930, I have the honour to forward a copy of a Notification No. 12215-A. and 
E.-291-29-4, dated the 29th April 1930, issued by the Government of Mysore, 
directing that no unroasted coffee beans shall be imported directly or in¬ 
directly from any station outside India into the territories of Mysore. 

2. It was Mr. Pears’ intention to have discussed the question of the 
prohibition of the importation of unroasted coffee bean3 into South India 
with members of the Planting Community of Coorg during his summer 6tay 
in Coorg, but he could not do so owing to his sudden transfer to the North- 
West Frontier Province. 

3. The Commissioner of Coorg points out that the coffee industry in 
Coorg has already many burdens to bear in the way of pests and states that 
on ordinary estates it oommonly happens that six or seven thousand caffee 
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trees have to be extracted and burned every year to try to check the ravages 
of another kind of coffee borer which attacks the wood. Indeed, he has heard 
of one estate on which no less than ninety thousand treeB had to be removed 
in one year. He considers that, it a further peat in the shape of “ Stephano- 
deres Hampei ” (which ia working havoc in Kenya, Uganda, Java and 
Sumatra) is add d to those already existing, it may well happen that in a 
short time coffee growing will be a thing of the past in Coorg, as it now is in 
the Wynaad and in Ceylon. He considers that what is required by the 
circumstances is an absolute prohil ition against the import of coffee into 
India, unless already roasted ai d ground, except through one port which 
might be Bombay or Calcutta and that at the particular port at which 
importation is allowed, precaution should be tak?m that no consignment of 
coffee should be allowed to pass through until it has been treated in such a 
way as effectually to prevent the ingress into India of any live pest, whether 
as eggs, grubs or in grown form. 

4. I have not had much opp rrtunifcy of visiting coffee estates, but I am 
aware that there is very strong body of opinion in favour of taking drastic 
steps to keep out the “ StephanodereS Hampei ”, and the well-being of the 
ooffee industry is of the greatest importance to Mysore and of vital import¬ 
ance to Coorg. 

5. It doss not appear that action at Madras alone is sufficient, as there 
seems to bs grounds for fearing that in spite of the feeling on the part of 
the responsible planting community,, there may be individuals, who will risk 
introducing the p st in order to increase their coffee output by planting 
“ robusta ”, of which the seed is likely to be brought from Java, a heavily 
infected area. 

6. I do not know what interests may be affected by total prohibition of 
the importation of unroasted coffee berries into India, but unless there are 
cogent reasons for not, making the prohibition absolute, it- would seem to be 
the most certain way of preserving the coffee industry of India from a pest 
that would be likely to ruin it were it to be introduced. 

If, however, total prohibition is not practicable, it seems essential in the 
interests of the coffee industry of Madras, Mysore and Coorg, that the im¬ 
portation of unroasted coffee berries into India should be confined, and that 
immediately, to one port and that the most stringent steps sho lid be taken 
at that port for the proper destruction of pest life in the berries. 


Government of His Highness the Maharaja of Mysore. 
Development Secretariat. 

No. D.-12215-A. and E.-291-29-4, dated the 29th April 1930. 

NOTIFICATION. 

Under section 4 (/) of the Destructive Insects and Pests Regulation of 
1917, the Government of Hia Highness the Maharaja of Mysore are pleased 
to notify that no unroasted coffee beans shall b; imported, directly or in¬ 
directly, from any station outside India into the territories of Mysore. 


Pro. No. 220. - w - Telegram from the Government of Madras, Development 
Department, dated the 17th June 1930. 

Your telegram 1295-A., dated the 2nd June. Prohibition importation, 
coffee South India, Local Govt: consider six weeks notice from date of 
issue sufficient. 


Pro. No. 221 .— Notification No. 1343-Agri., dated the 21st June 1930. k 

In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Destructive Insects and Pests Act, 1914 (II of 1914), the Governor General 
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in Council is pleased to p.ohibit with effect from 8th August 1930 fhe 
import of unroasted coffee beans into tiie Madras Presidency by sea or, save 
where the import is from a place within India, by land. 

Provided that the prohibition hereinbefore contained shall not apply to 
a consignment of unroasted coffee beans produced in India and covered by 
a certificate of origin in the form set forth in Schedule A signed by one of 
the authorities specified in Schedule B. 


Schedule A. 

Certificate of origin for Indian Coffee Beans. 


Name of Consignor. 

Name of Consignee. 

Gross 

weight. 

Number of 
packages. 

Mark of 
each 
package. 

Name of District it> 
which produced. 








Certified that the above consignment of raw coffee beaus is Indian 
produce grown in the district described above. 


Signature of certifying authority. 


No. of R.'R. or/of B/L. 


Signature of Consignor. 


Schedule B. 


Certifying authority :— 

(1) the Director of Agriculture, Mysore State. 

(2) The Director of Agriculture, Madras Presidency. 

(3) Any other officer whom the Govt, of Madras may appoint in this 

behalf by notification in the Port St. George Gazette. 


Endorsement No. 1344 -Agri. 

Copy forwarded for information to all Local Governments and adminis¬ 
trations D rector, Imperial Institute of Agril. Research, Pusa, Commerce 
Department, Army Department, Central Board of Revenue, Foreign and 
Political Department, Legislative Department, Secretary, Imperial Council of 
Agril. Research, Consul General for U. S. A., Calcutta, His Majesty’s 
Trade Commissioner, Calcutta, Director General of Commercial Intel¬ 
ligence and Statistics tor publication in the Indian Trade Journal. 
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Pro. No. 222. —Telegram from Madras Government, daied the 25th 

June 1930. 

Association gravely concerned at delay in issue of notification prohibit¬ 
ing import of unroasted coffee into Southern India. Understand that live 
beetles of s ephanoderes were found in a recent parcel received from Africa. 
Mysore Government issued notification prohibiting ali import into that State 
last April. This Association urges immediate issue of Notification without 
further del iy. 


Pro. No. 223. — Letter to His Majesty's Under Secretary of State 
for India, Economic and Overseas Department, No. 231-A. G., 
dated the 7th July 1930. 

Prohibition of the importation of unroasted coffee beans into the Madras 

Presidency. 


I am directed to forward for information four copies of this Department’s 
Notification No. 1343-Agri., dated 21st June 1930, amending the orders 
issued by the Governor-General in Council under Section 3(i) of the Destruc¬ 
tive Insects and Pests Act, 1914. 


Pro. No. 224. —Letter to the Director, Imperial Bureau of Ento¬ 
mology, London, No. 1437-Agri., dated the 7th July 1930. 

Prohibition of the importation of unroasted coffee beans into the Madras 

Presidency. 

I am directed to forward for information a copy of this Department’s 
Notification No. 1343-Agri., dated 21st June 1930, amending the orders 
issued by the Governor General in Council under sec. 3(1) of the Destructive 
Insects and Pests Act, 1914. 


Pro. No. 225. —Endorsement from Foreign and Political Department, 
No. D.-2428-G/30, dated 19th July 1930. 

A copy of Express letter from the Hon’ble the Resident in Mysore, 
No. 5518, dated the 14th July 1930, with enclosures, is forwarded to the 
Department of Education, Health and Lands, for information, in continua¬ 
tion of the endorsement from the Foreign and Political Department, No. D.- 
1817-G./30, dated the 1st June 1930. 


Express letter from the Hon’ble the Resident in Mysore, to 
Foreign and Policical Department, No. 5518, dated the 14T n 
July 1930. 

My letter No. 4216/89-1980, May 22, 1930, prohibition of importation of 
unroasted coffee beans into South India. 


C/ 



12 


v V 

% 


2. Copy of letter No. Pol. 18/A. and E. 291 29-19, July, 6, 1930, with 
enclosures, from Government of Mysore, is enclosed. Government of Mysore 
are making examination of estates in Mysore. Services of Assistant Entomo¬ 
logist are being obtained from Government of Mysore to carry out exanma- 
tion of estates in Coorg. Information now given affords strong upport for 
view that immediate and complete prohibition of the import of unroasted 
coffee berries except through single port, whei« effective fumigation can be 
carried out, is necessary. 

3. Copy of Report of Director of Agriculture in Mysore has been 
sent to the Government of Madras for information and suoh action ns may 
be considered necessary. 


Letter from the Secretary to the Goyebnmint of His Hiobveb 
the Maharaja of Mysore, Development Department, Benoalores 
to the Secretary to the Hon’ble the Resident in Mysore, 
Bangalore, No. Pol.-18/A. and E.-291-29-29, dated the 5th July 
1930. 

In inviting your kind reference to this office letter No. Pol. 1139/A. and 
E. 291-29-4, dated the 17th April, 1930, suggesting the entire prohibition of 
the import of unroasted coffee from foreign sources into India, I am directed 
to forward herewith for your information a copy of report No. Roc.-2621- 
Sc. 584/29-30, dated 23rd June, 1930, and that of its enclosure from the 
Director of Agriculture in Mysore and to request that the points referred to 
in the report may be kindly brought to the notice of the Government of 
India for consideration in connection with the suggestion referred to 
above. 


Letter from the Director of Agriculture in Mysore, No. Roc. 2621, 
Sc. 684/29-30, dated the 23 rd June 1930. 

In continuation of my letter No. Roc. 2621-Sc. 584/29-30, of the I4th 
June, 1930, I have the honour to enclose herewith copy of letter No. Nil of 
the 17th June, 1930 from Dr. Kunhi Kannan, Entomologist in the Depart¬ 
ment. This letter gives a fairly detailed aocount of his investigation in 
Mangalore and on material collected th-re in regard to the infestation of 
South Indian coffee by the berry boring bettle Stephanoderes hampei. 

As will be seen from Dr. Kunbi Kannan's letter no less than 19 estates 
extending from South Coorg to North Mysore are suspected of being infested 
with this serious pest. Dr. Kunhi Kannan is very guarded in his expression 
of opinion but information obtained since the receipt of his letter leaves no 
doubt in iny mind iihat'the pest has entered Mysore. I need hardly say that 
action has been taken immediately, two members of the Entomological staff 
having been sent out to make a thorough inspection of infested estates whose 
names have already been given to ns. This inspection will be extended to 
other estates as soon as we get the names from the currera. All the planters 
organisations in Mysore and Coorg, as well as the United Planters’ Association 
of Southern India, have been informed of the situation. I took the opportun¬ 
ity of a meeting of the Mysore Planters’ Association at Chickmagalur on the 
19th instant to address them in person on the subject and to obtain from 
them any information that I could. It was during this meeting that I satis¬ 
fied myself there could be no further doubt of the pest’s presence. 
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In addition to the above I discussed the question personally with Major 
Loch tht;n Officiating Resident in regard to action that should be taken in 
Coorg. I pointed out to him that as coffee in Mysore and Coorg form almost 
a continuous strip it would be comparatively useless to take action here with¬ 
out similar actio.i being taken in Coorg. In the light of the fact that Coorg 
has no Scientific staff I stated I would favour the loan of an officer irom here 
to assist them in the first stages of operations at least. 

As far as one can see from the extent of attack the pest must be a 
comparatively recent introduction. It may be wondered how this view can 
be reconciled wi h the fact that it has already attained a widespread. 
The reason is a very simple one. Experience in Java goes to show that one 
of the chief ways in which this pest is spread is through the bags used 
for transporting coffee. Enquiry shows that where coffee is sent down in 
hags to the curers on the coast those particular bags commonly do net 
return to the estate from which, they came but may go back to one or more 
estates situated many miles away. This insect which can easily lodge in 
the meshes of the gunny bags could thus be transported from one infested 
estate to many in the course of a single season. 

The lines of action which will have to be taken are the following (a) an 
attempt will have to be male to ascertain all estates which are at present 
infested. This will necessitate wide publicity being given among coffee 
planters Indian and European to the presence of the pest. A leaflet is in 
course of preparation which will be circulated as widely as possible, (b) an 
intensive campaign to stamp out the pest if possible will have to be carried 
on. This will probably involve a cuusiuerable temporary increase in the En¬ 
tomological staff. (c) action will h ive to be taken to ensure that curers 
receiving coffee from districts which are infested thoroughly fumigate all 
coffee bags on receipt from estates so as to prevent a further spread, (d) 
The Coorg Government should I consider be approached at once with a 
request that they co-operate in this work and with an offer of assistance. 

I shall submit further proposals in connection with this serious matter 
as soon as I get a report of the preliminary investigation which is now going 
on. That should be in the course of a couple of weeks. 


Letter from the Entomologist, to the Director of Agriculture in 
Mysore, Bangalore, dated the 17th June 1930. 

I have the honour to submit the following report of my tour to the West 
Coast in connection with the reported infestation of locally grown coffee by 
Stephanoderes. 

The following was my itinerary. :— 

5th • Bangalore, to Ooimbatore .—Examined the sample which consisted of 
a few seeds selected from stock suspected of infestation by Stephanoderes, 
sent by Messrs. Peirce Leslie. The appearance of infested seeds was slightly 
different from that of Java Coffee. There were small pits in the flat surface 
of the seeds which could have been made only by beetles of the size of 
Stephanoderes. There were a few larger ones too, which might have been the 
continuation of holes started on the opposite seed in the berry. The exca¬ 
vations inside are large and almost all of them had a bluish tinge. In Java 
samples these excavations and the shallower pits on the flat surface are more 
often black but a greenish colouration could be detected in some. The dif¬ 
ference in colour may be due to the hot water treatment to which seeds are 
subject in Java. The small hole at the micropyle found in most infested 
berries in Java which I consider fairly characteristic was also found but 
rarely. 
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The only beetle found in the Coimbatore sample was not darkbrown 
but lighter and had a feebler development of hairs on the elytra. I think 
this beetle died before its chitin hardentd. I found a cluster of three dry 
eggs and the head of a larva. It was undoubtedly a specimen of Stephano- 
deres liampei. 

Java coffee has been obtained by different parties from several towns in 
South India, viz., Hunsur, Coimbatore and Bangalore. At Calicut all the 
samples from different dealers were Java coffee, purchased by them from the 
firm of Messrs. Sandhikumanadar and Sons of Virudhunagar which has a 
branch at Calicut. AU the ten had been infested by Stephanodcres. In 
Mangalore, however, there was no Java coffee to be found m bazaars. It does 
not find its way there for the reason that Cuffee of low quality suited for the 
poorer classes can be had at the weekly auctions at low price and the bettf r 
class people get their supplies direct from their friends among coffee planters. 
The absence of Java coffee at Mangalore is worthy of notice. 

The export season was drawing to a close at Mangalore. AU the cure.s 
and dealers were interviewed and samples from such stocks as were available 
were examined. Only two beetles were obtained from a coffee grown on an 
estate in Mysore. The rest of the seeds showing signs of infestation have 
shown so far no beetles. There can be no doubt of the identity of the two 
found and if the coffee seeds containing them may be definitely taken as 
Mvsore grown coffee, Mysore must be declared a9 already infected. 

I am not however prepared to make this declaration. In th3 first plac e 
Java coffee has been taken from four widely distant places in South India* 
It sells cheap, has a good colour and shape and is satisfactory as an adulterant 
of inferior grades. Dealers purchase coffee in small lots from petty-middle* 
men and coffee from the former is purchased occasionally by exporting firms 
and I have information that Java Coffee has been sold to an exporting firm 
at Coimbatore which engages itself in retail trpde as well. I understand that 
over 500 tons of Java coffee are imported annually and it is quite possible 
that some of this might have fuund its way amidst locally grown coffee. I 
would therefore consider South India infected, only when live beetles have 
been found breeding in berries grown there, and as the three beetles obtained 
were dead a thorough inspection of estates from which what looks like 
infested coffee has been obtained has to be made to determine the 
point. 

While absolute proof is lacking, infestation has to be presumed and 
measures taken accordingly. 1 therefore examined as many samples as I 
could obtain whose origin was known to the firms. Seeds showing signs of 
infestation have been obtained so far from three estates in Coorg, five in 
Mysore. Eleven samples oi the 4<i> kindly furnished by Messrs. Peirce 
Leslie and Co., with no indication of the estates from which they came, are 
also infested. This brings the total of infested estates in Mysore and Coorg to 
19. All the samples from the same estate were not found infested. Of four 
samples from one estate only twu, and of three from another only one, showed 
signs of infestation. More than one sample could not be obtained of coffee 
from other estates. The percentage of infestation varies from -02 to ’9. A 
list of estates showing evidence of attack is attached. The most likely of 
these in point of infestation will be taken up almost immediately for thorough 
inspection with reference to the presence of live beetles of their 
progeny. 

I request that samples of stock now available with the curing firms may 
be obtained from the following firms :— 

Messrs. Peirce Leslie and Co., Tellicberry and Calicut. 

Valkart Bros, Mangalore and Tellicherry. 

Aspinwall and Co., Tellicherry. 

„ Stanes and Co., Coimbatore. 

Hh 
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There should be at least about 5000 seeds in each sample. Once these 
samples are examined the estates requiring thorough inspection may be locat¬ 
ed with a view to ultimately determining the spread of inspection in the 
coffee growing areas of South India. An undertaking may be given, if neces¬ 
sary, that the names of infested estates will be kept confidential. Only 
samples from a few estates are likely to be available now. Examination will 
have to be made in February next year at the Ports when most of the ooffee 
will have reached the coast. 

Samples of Mysore Coffee obtained from Messrs. F. K. SaldJhana and 
Sons, Mangalore. 


Serial No. 

Packet No. 

No. of seeds 
in each 
packet. 

No. of infested 
seeds found 
in each packet. 

Percentage of 
infested 
seeds. 

1 

19 

2484 

4 

•1% 

1 

20 

2118 

6 

•2% 

3 

25 

1298 

nil 


4 

85 

3860 



6 

3 

2192 

2 


0 

17 

1368 

2 

•1% 

7 

23 

2160 

nil ! 

i 

! 



Samples of coffee obtained from Messrs. Peirce Leslie and Co., without 
information as to the estates from which they came. This will be supplied 
only with the permission of the owners later when required. 


No. 

No. of seeds 
in each 
tin. 

No, of infested 
seeds found in the 
tins. 

Percentage of attack. 

1 

2,500 

8 

*1 % Infested. 

* 

880 

nil 


3 

1,079 



4 

765 



6 

846 

II 


« 

878 



7 

948 

W 


8 

764 



9 

858 

#1 


10 

928 



11 

790 

If 


12 

902 

1 

•1% 

13 

906 

nil 


14 

908 

II 















V 


/ 
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Names of estates likely to be infested in Mysore. 


1. Catsey 

2. Chennadlu 

3. Hossepede 

4. Some.swarakhan 

5. Wurtclialli 


Mudige'e. 

Hi rebile P. O. 
Koppa. 

Near Balehonnur. 
Near Saklespur. 


Estates likely to be infested in Coorg. 

1. Palmad Estate Coorg. 

2. Siddapur S. Coorg. 

•3. Suntikoppa Estate Coorg. 

The cl even samples found inf ested among th? 4fi furnished by Messrs. 

P -iree Leslie and Co., may be fro n estates in Coorg or Mysore. Between 
Mysore and Coorg there are, therefore, 19 estates likely to show infestation by 
Stephanoderes. 


Pro. No. 226 .— Endorsement from the Foreign and Political Depart¬ 
ment, No. D.-2175-G/30, dated the 25th July 1939. 

Copy of the following forwarded to the Education, Health and Lands 
Department, for information. 


CorY OF A LETTER FROM THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY TO THE GOVERN¬ 
MENT of India, in the Foreign and Political Department, to 

the Secretary to the Government of Madras, No. D.-2476/G./30, 

dated the 25th July 1930. 

I am directed to refer to the correspondence ending with the endorse¬ 
ment from the Government of India, Department of Education, Health and 
Lands, No. 1341-Agri., dated the 21st June 1930, with which was forwarded 
a copy of a notification No. 1343-Agri., of the same date (a further copy of 
which is enclosed for ready reference) issued tinder the Destructive Insects 
and Pests Aet, 1914, prohibiting with effect from-8th August 1930, the im-, 
port of unroasted coffee beans into the Madras Presidency by sea or, save 
where the import is from a place within India, by land. 

These measures, which have been introduced at the instance uf thelocul 
Government in the interests of the coffee industry in South India, aim, as 
the local Go vernment are aware, at preventing the entry through imports of 
coffee from abroad of the insect pest known as Stephanoderes liimpei, a we- 
vil which bores into the berries, reducing the yield of marketable coffee and 
which has been causing serious damage to the coffee crop in Java, Sumatra, 
Central Africa, Brazil and the West Indies. The question whether the im¬ 
port into India of foreign grown coffee unless roasted or ground should be 
totally prohibited is engaging the attention of the Government of India, 
but it is hoped that pending a decision on the point the resirictions-pres- 
cribod in the notification referred to will confer an appreciable measure of l 
protection. The effect of these restrictions will however be lessened unless 
similar preventive measures are introduced by the Governments of the 
French and Portuguese territories in South India and by the Indian Stales 
of Travancore, Cochin and Mysore. The Mysore Darbar has already taken 
action so far as imports into that State are concerned, and the Travancore, 
and Cochin Darburs are being addressed separately, through the Agent 
to the Governor General, Madras States. I am to request th it the 
Government of the French Settlements in South India may be invited to 
co-operate to the same extent by prohibiting entirely the import of foreign 
grown unroasted coffee beans into their territories, and that their reply to 
this invitation may be communicated to the Government of India at an 
early date. 
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Pro. No. 227.— Endorsement from the Foreign and Political Depart* 
ment, No. D.-2476/G/3 , dated the 20th July 1030. 

Copy of the following forwarded to the Education, Health and Lands 
Department, for information. 


Copy of letter from the Assistant Secretary to the Govern¬ 
ment of India in the Foreign and Political Department, to 
THE SeCR TARY to THE GOVERNMENT OF BOMFAY, No. D.-2476/G 30, 
dated the 25th July 1930. 

Subject. —Prohibition of (he import of unroasted coffee beans into South India. 

I am directed to refer to the correspondence ending with the local Gov¬ 
ernment’s Revenue Department’s letter No. 0334-A/24, dated the 7th Oc¬ 
tober 1926, to the Government of India in the Department of Education,. 
Health and Lands, and to address you on the subject of the prohibition of 
the importation of unroasted coffee beans into the ports of South India. 

2. At the Government of Bombay are aware, a dangerous insect pest 
known as Stephanoderes hampei has been causing serious damage to the coffee 
crop in Java, Sumatra, Central Africa, Brazil and the West Indies. This pest 
is a weevil which bores into the berries and reduces the yield of maiketable 
coffee. It is not yet definitely known to exist in this country, and it is 
there ore imperative that steps should be taken to protect the coffee produc¬ 
ing area in South India by preventing its entry through imports of coffee 
from abroad. The question whether the import into India of foreign grown 
coffee unless roasted or ground should be totally prohibited is engaging the 
attention of the Gavernment of India. In the meantime, with a view to 
conferring some measure of protection on the coffee growing industry of 
Southern India the Government of India have issued a notification (a copy 
of which is enclosed) under the Destructive Insects and Pests Aot, 1914, 
prohibiting with effect from the 8th August 1930, the import of unroasted 
coffee beans into the Madras Presidency by sea or, save where the import is 
from a place within India, by land. The effect of these restrictions will, 
however, be lessened unless similar preventive measures are introduced by 
the Governments of the French and Portuguese territories in South India 
and by the Indian States of Travancore, Cochin and Mysore. The Mysore 
Darbar has already taken necessary action so far as imports into that State 
are concerned, and the other two Darbars are being addressed. I am to- 
request that the Government of the Portuguese Settlements in South India 
may be invited to cooperate to the same extent by prohibiting entirely the 
import of foreign grown unroasted coffee beans into their territories and that 
their reply to this invitation may be communicated to the Government of 
India at an early date. 


Pro. No. 228 .— Endorsement from the Foreign and Political Depart¬ 
ment, No. D.-247S/G/30, dated the 25th July 1930. 

Copy of the following forwarded to the Education, Health and Lands- 
Department, for information. 


Copy of letter from the Assistant Secretary to the Goverment of - 
India, in the Foreign and Political Df.partment, to the Agent to- 
the Govenor General, Madras Stales, No. D.-2476/G/30, dated the 
25th July 1930. 

Subject. —Prohibition of the import of unroasted coffee boans into South India. 

I am directed to address you on the subject of the prohibition of the; 
importation of unroasted coffee beans into the ports of South India. 
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2. It has been represented to the Government of India that a dangerous 
insect pest known as Stephanoderes hampei has been causing serious damage 
to the coffee crop in Java, Sumatra, Central Africa, Brazil and the West 
Indies. This pest is a weevil which bo~es into the berries and reduces the 
yield of marketable coffe ■. It is not yet definitely known to exist in this 
country and it is therefore imperative that steps should be taken to protect 
the coffee producing area in South India by preventing its entry through 
imports of coffee from abroad. The question whether the import into India 
of foreign grown coffee unless roasted or ground should be totally prohibited 
is engaging the attention of the Government of India. In the meantime with 
a view to conferring some measure of prut ‘ction on the coffee growing in¬ 
dustry of Southern India the Government of India have issued a notification 
(a copy of which enclosed) under the Destructive Insects and Pests Act, 
1914, prohibiting with effect from the 8th August 1930, the import of un¬ 
roasted coff *e beans into the Madras Presidency by sea or, save where the 
import is from a place within India, by land. The effect of these restrictions 
will, however, be lessened unless similar preventive measures are introduced 
by the Governments of the French and Portuguese territories iu South 
India and by the Indian Slates of Travancore Cochin and Mysore. The 
Madras and Bombay Go vernments are being addressed in regard to the 
French and Portuguese territories, and the Mysore Darbar has already taken 
necessary action so far as imports into that State are concerned. I am to 
request that the Travaucore and Cochin Darbars may be invited to co-operate 
to the same extent by prohibiting entirely the import of foreign grown un* 
roasted coffee beans into their territories and that th°ir reply to this invit¬ 
ation may be communicated to the Government of India at an early date. 

Pro. No. 229. —Endorsement from Foreign and Political Department 
No. D./2476/G./30, dated the 25th July 1930. 

Copy forwarded to the Education, Health and Lands Department, for 
information. 

Copy of letter from the Assistant Secretary to the Government 
of India in the Foreign and Political Department, to the 
Hon’ble the Resident in Mysore, No. D./2476/G./30, dated 
the 25th July 1930. 

Subject.— Prohibition of the import of unroasted coffee beans into South 

India. 

With reference to the correspondence ending with your letter 
No. 4216/89-1930, dated the 22nd May 1930, I am directed to forward a 
copy of the Government of India, Education, Health and Lands Depart¬ 
ment Notification No. 1343-Agri., dated the 21st June 1930, prohibiting, 
with effect from the 8th August 1930, the import of unroasted coffee beans 
into the Madras Presidency by sea, or, save where the import is from a 
place within India, by land. The Government of India are glad to learn 
that the Mysore Darbar are prepared to make such arrangements as may be 
possible to give effect, so far as they are concerned, to the system of 
certification referred to in the proviso to the notification and that they 
have also already taken steps prohibiting the import into that state of 
foreign grown unroasted coffee beans. As the effect of the protective 
measures taken by the Government of India and the Mysore Darbar will be to 
some extent nullified unless similar measures are also adopted by the French 
and Portuguese Governments in South India and the Indian States of 
Travancore and Cochin, the co-operation of these Governments has also been 
invited. 

2. The Government of India recognise that the restrictions prescribed 
in the Education, Health and Lanas notification of 21st June 1930 confer 
only a limited measure of protection, and I am to request that the Mysore 
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Darbar may be assured that the question raised by them of the total prohi¬ 
bition of the import of unroasted coffee beans into India or in the altei na¬ 
tive the limitation of such import to one port for the whole of India is 
receiving attention. 

3. I am also to request that the Darbar may further be informed that 
the Government of India are considering the question of the prohibition of 
the import of coffee beans by parcels, letter or sample post. 

Pro. No. 230 . — Letj’Er from the Honorary Secretary, Southern India 
Chamber of Commerce, No. G./65’\ dated the 4th August 1930. 

I am to invite your attention to your Department notification No. 1313- 
Agri., dated the 21st June 1930 about the restrictions on the import of 
unroasled coffee beans into the Madras Presidency My Committee aie 
not aware of the circumstance which led the Government of India to take 
the drastic step of totally prohibiting the import of raw coffee. Without 
prejudice to the question of the need for prohibition my Committee desire 
to point out in the first place, that in taking any step that affects various 
interests vitally, such as the planters, dealers of indigenous coffee, the 
importers and dealers of imported coffee and the chain of middlemen, the 
Government would have been well advised in consulting the commercial 
bodies in advance so as to leave the course of trade disturbed as little as 
possible by the shutting oat of an article of daily consumption. In the 
second place, the Notification does not apper to be clear on the point as to 
what extent the restriction would operate on foreign coffee imported in the 
first instance into some port in Northern India for ultimate consumption 
in the south. In the third place, though the Notification is dated the 21st 
June 1930, it was not published till the 15th July 1930 in the Fort St, 
George Gazette , the official Gazette of this Presidency to which the 
Notification pertains. The Government cannot be unaware that in the 
absence of direct intimation to the Chambers of Commerce, the mercantile 
^public would generally take still longer time to get full knowledge of the 
Notification and its implications. The unduly short notice of the present 
order is bound to cause unnecessary inconvenience and loss to the Importers 
and dealers. 

I am, however, to add that my Committee do not intend to enter at 
present into the merits of the question whether the above prohibition is 
required for the protection of indigenous coffee. 

Pro . No. 231 —Letter to the Honorary Secretary, South India 

Chamber of Commerce, Indian Chamber Buildings, Madras, 

No. 1787-Agrt., dated the 1st September 1930. 

Iam directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. G.-650, 
dated the 4th August 1930 on the Restrictions on the import of unroasted 
coffee beans into the Madras Presidency and to say that a reply will be sent 
in due course. 


Pro. No. 232 .— Letter from Secretary, United Planters’ Association 
of Southern India, Madras, No. 53(>9, dated the 8th September 
193 °. 

Re. Stephanoderes Hampei. 

At the Annual Meeting of this Association held last month at Bangalore, 
the following resolution was passed — 

“ In view of the fact that this pest has been found alive in imported 
Coffee, this Association would, once more, press upon the Imperial 
Go vernment the extreme urgency of the immediate total prohi¬ 
bition of the import of all coffee, in the raw state, into India, 
with the exception of such consignments as are imported for 
experimental purposes only, through the Director of Agriculture, 
Madras.” 

We are informed that over 200 bags of Java Coffee were received by 
rail in this city between the 15th and 25th of August. 
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Pro. No. 233 .— Letter to all Local Governments, except Madras, 

No. 2107 -Agri., dated the 20th October 1930. 

Subject: — Restriction-son the import of unroasted coffee beans into 

India. 

I am directed to refer to this Department’s endorsement No. 1344-A., 
dated 21st June 1930, forwarding copy of a notification of the same date 
which has been issued by the^ Government of India under the Destructive 
Insects and Pests Act, 1914, prohibiting, with effect from the 8th August 
1930, the import of unroasted coffee beans into the Madras Presidency by 
sea, or save where the import is from a place within India, by land. 

2. This notification which is the outcome of proposals originally sub¬ 
mitted by the Madras Government in 1925, in regard to which the local 
Government were addressed in this Department’s letter No. 676-Agri., dated 
13th April 1920, aims at preventing the introduction from abroad, through 
imports of coffee, of the insect pest known as Stepkanoderes ham.pei, a weevil 
which bores into the berries reducing the yield of marketable coffee and 
which has caused very serious damage in Java, Sumatra, Central Africa, 
Brazil and the West Indies. The Government of India were fully aware 
when issuing the notification that the protection it conferred was limited in 
scope, as it did not prevent the import at ports outside the Madras Presi¬ 
dency of coffee which might find its way into consumption in the south of 
India. They were, however, anxious to close the most likely source of 
infection with as little delay as f-ossible pending a decision on the wider 
question of the total prohibition of the import of uriroasted coffee beans 
which has been engaging their attention for some time past. 

3. Developments which have occurred sine? the issue of the notifica¬ 
tion have greatly strengthened the case for general prohibition. It has been 
brought to the notice of the Government of India that the pest has actually 
b;en disco vered on a number of coffee estates in South India and that local 
measures for its control involving considerable expenditure have been render¬ 
ed necessary. It has also been reported that the additional cost of railway 
freight from ports outside the Madras Presidency is not an effective 
deterrent to the import of unroasted foreign coffee beans into the Madras 
Presidency. It is thus clear that the only hope of successfully eradicating 
the pest and of preventing its re-introduction into India 1l.s in making the 
existing restrictions of general application. 

4. The question of the necessity for gene r al prohibition of the imports- i 
tion of coffee other than roasted or ground was one of those referred to locaLq^ 
Governments for opinion in this Department’s letter No. 676-Agri., dated** 
13th April 1926. B. April 1926 Nos. 85—88), referred to above. After consi¬ 
deration of the replies to their enquiry on this point, the Government of 
India did not feel justified in imposing general prohibition. The circums¬ 
tances explained in the preceding paragraph have, however, compelled them p, 
to reconsider this view and they are now of opinion that nothing short of jj: 
the total prohibition of the import of unroasted coffee will safeguard the ji 
coffee plantations of South India against the risk of constant reinfection by jj 
a pest which threatens the very existence of the coffee growing industry. ji 
The alternative course of prohibiting imports from infected countries only, 
which was suggested in Mr. Hydari’s letter No. 676-Agri., of 13th April 1926 
(B., April 1926, Nos. 85—88), has proved, on further investigation, to be 
impracticable owing to the wide distribution of the pest and the probability 
that it exists in certain coffee growing countries from which it has not 
actually been reported, and I am to express the hope that neither the local 
Government nor local commercial opinion, which they will doubtless take 
steps to ascertain, will raise any objection to the extension of the existing 
restrictions to imports of coffee other than roasted and ground at all ports in 
British India. 

5. I am to add that the possibility of preventing the introduction of the 
pest by sterilisation of coffee by steam heating or by roasting in bond at the 
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port of entry has been examined but that it does not appear that satis¬ 
factory arrangements in this regard can be made. The Government of India 
propose to investigate the matter further but, as at present advised, do not 
consider it probable that either of these methods is likely to prove a satis¬ 
factory alternative to total prohibition. 

6. It is proposed that foreign coffee should be both roasted and ground 
before import. It is believed that no wholesale trade in roasted coffee beans 
exists at present, coff Je being sold either as unroasted beans or as ground 
coffee, and it is doabtful if an import trade in roasted beans will develop. 
On the other hand, it would not always be easy to determine by rapid 
inspection if coffee beans had been sufficiently roasted to destroy all insect 
life. If ground coffee alone is imported, it will be certain that the coffee 
has been fully roasted and is free from live insects. 

7. In view of the urgency of the matter, it is requested that a reply to 
this letter may kindly be sent at a very early date, if possible, not later 
than the 1st December 1930. 


Pro. No. 234 .— Letter to the Honorary Secretary, Southern India 

Chamber of Commerce, Madras, No. 2108-Agri., dated the 20th 

October 1930. 

Subject :—Restrictions on the import of unroasted coffee beans into the 

Madras Presidency. 

I am directed to refer to your letter No. G.-050, dated 4th August 1930, 
regarding the recent restrictions on the import of unroasted coffee beans into 
the Madras Presidency. 

2. I am to explain that these restrictions were introduced at the instance 
of the Government of Madras, whose original proposals on the subject were 
submitted in 1925. They aim at preventing the introduction from abroad, 
through imports of coffee, of the insect pest known as “ Stephanoderes 
hampei ”, a weevil which bores into the berries reducing the yield of market¬ 
able coffee and has caused serious damage in Java, Sumatra, Central Africa, 
Brazil and the West Indies. The matter received very careful consideration 
by the Government of India, who held, after consultation with local Gov¬ 
ernments, that sufficient justification for the partial prohibition imposed by 
the notification had been clearly established. The Government of India 
muoh regret the inconvenience caused to importers and others by the fact 
that only six weeks notice of the- proposed restrictions was given. This 
period, which was fixed in consultation whh the Government of Madras, 
was considered sufficient, in view of the necessity for immediate action. I 
am to point out that steps were taken to obviate inconvenience as far as 
possible by permitting the import of certain consignments provided that the 
coffee was roasted at the port of entry under Customs supervision and the 
containing bags were destroyed by fire. 

3. The Government of India were fully aware, when issuing the notifi¬ 
cation, that the protection it conferred was limited in scope as it did not 
prevent the import of unroasted coffee at ports outside the Madras Presi¬ 
dency and that such coffee might find its way to South India. They were, 
however, anxious to close the most likely source of infection with as little 
delay as possible pending a decision on the wider question of the total pro¬ 
hibition of the import of unroasted coffee beans which has been engaging 
their attention for some time past. 

4. Developments which have occurred since the issue of the notification 
have greatly strengthened the case for general prohibition. It has been 
brought to the notice of the Government of India that the pest has already 
been discovered on coffee estates in South India and that local measures for 
its eradication involving considerable expenditure have been rendered neces¬ 
sary. It is essential to guard the coffee plantations of South India against 
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constant reinfection by a pest which threatens the very existence of the 
coffee industry. It is now clear that the only hope of successfully eradicat¬ 
ing the pest and of preventing its re-introduction into India lies in making 
the existing restictions of general application. Local Governments have been 
requested to submit to the Government of India their views on this proposal, 
after consultation with local comn ercial opinion, with as little delay as 
poss'ble, and I am to request that if your Chamber has any comments to 
offer, they may be communicated at once to the Governm nt of Madras. 


Endorsement No. 2109- Agri. 

Copy of correspondence with the Secretary, Southern India Chamber of 
Commerce together with a copy of the letter to local Governments forwarded 
to the Government of Madras for information in continuation of this Depart¬ 
ment’s endorsement No. 1314-A., dated 21st June 1930. 


Pro. No. 235 .— Endorsement from Foreign and Political Department, 
No. D. 427I-G./30, dated the 14th October 1930. 

A copy of the letter from the Hon’ble the Resident in Mysore, 
No. 7683/89-1930, dated the 4th October 1930, with end. sure is forwarded 
to the Department of Education, Health and Lands, for favour of considera¬ 
tion, in continuation of the endorsement from the Foreign and Political 
Department, No. D. 2476-G./30, dated the 25th July 1930. 


Copy of letter from the Hon’ble the Resident in Mysore, to the 
Political Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign and 
Political Department, No. 768d/89 1930-enclosure, dated Banga¬ 
lore, the 4th October 1930. 

Subject :—Prohibition of the import of unroasted coffee beans into South 

India. 

I have the honour to refer to your letter No. D.-247H G./30, dated the 
2.'th July 1930, regarding the prohibition of the import of unroasted coffee 
beans into South India, and to state that, a.s the Government of India are 
already aware, the Mysore Government have issued a notification prohibit¬ 
ing the import of unroasted coffee beans into Mysore from any station 
outside India {vide copy enclosed). The Government of Mysore, however, 
feel that the object they have in view, that is, to prevent the spread of 
the pest, would be better achieved if the Provincial Governments in India 
would also co-operate with them by appointing officers to certify that 
coffee, which it is. proposed to import into Mysore as “Indian grown”, is 
in fact “ Indian grown ”. They consider that this procedure would be in 
accordance with the principles underlying the notification issued by the 
Government of India. 

I therefore, request that, if the Government of India see no objection, 
the Provincial Governments may be asked to give favourable consideration 
to the proposal of the Government of Mysore. 


Mysore Government Notification No. D.-12215/A. and E. 291 29-5, 

dated the 29th April 1930. 

Under Section 4(f) of the Destructive Insects and Pests Regulation of 
1917, the Government of His Highness the Maharaja of Mysore are pleased 
to notify that no unroasted coffee beans shall be imported, directly or 
indirectly, from any station outside India into the territories of Mysore. 
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Pro. No. 236. —Letter from Secretary to Government, Central Pro¬ 
vinces, Agriculture Department, No. 1453/7:^9, XIV, dati d the 
28th November 1930. 

With reference to your letter No. 2107-Agri., dated the 20th October 
1930, I am directed by the Government of the Central Provinces (Ministry 
of Agriculture) to say that the quantity of coffee imported into this province 
is small and neither the Local Government nor the leading importers of 
coffee who have been consulted, have any objection to the extension of 
existing restrictions to imports of coffee other than roasted and ground at 
all ports in British India. 


Pro. No. 237. — Letter from the Secretary to Government of the 
United Provinces, Agriculture Department, No. 894/A., dated 
the 29th November 1930. 

Subject :— Restrictions on the import of unroasted coffee beans into India. 

With reference to your letter No. 2107-Agri., dated 20th Ootober 1930, 
I am directed to say that the Director of Agriculture, United Provinces, 
and the Upper India and the United Provinces Chambers of Commerce 
were consulted in the matter. The Director of Agriculture, United 
Provinces, and the Upper India Chamber of Commerce Cawnpore, are of 
opinion that the existing restrictions against import of coffee other than 
roasted and ground coffee should be extended to all ports in British India. 
The Government of the United Provinces agree with their opinion. 

2. A copy of the reply of the Upper India Chamber of Commerce is 
enclosed for information. 

3. The United Provinces Chamber of Commerce were also consulted in 
the matter but have not replied yet. Their reply will be communicated to 
the Government of India as sooa as it is received. 


Copy of letter from the Secretary, Upper India Chamber of Com¬ 
merce, Cawnpore, to the Deputy Secretary to Government, 

United Provinces, Agriculture Department, dated the 14th 

November 1930. 

I am directed to refer to your letter No. 1126/XII A.-335-2107 Agri., 
dated the 20th October 1930, from the Government of India, Departmen 
of Education, Health and Lands, oil the subject of restrictions on the import 
of unroasted coffee beans into India. 

This matter was referred to this Chamber by your Department in 
April 1923 and the Committee of the Chamber then stated in my letter 
to you dated the 12th May, 1926 that in their opinion :— 

(1) There was a necessity for a general prohibition of the importation 

of coffee, other than roasted or ground. 

(2) The prohibition hould be extended to all countries. 

(3) The prohibition would benefit coffee growers in India and would 

therefore benefit the trade in the indigenous product. 

It now appears that the Government of India, after considering the 
replies to their inquiry of 1926, did not feel justified in imposing general 
prohibition but issued a notification, dated the 21st June 1930, prohibiting 
the import by sea, or, save where the import is by land of unroasted 
coffee beans into the Madras Presidency. 

This partial prohibition has now been found not to have checked the 
spread into the Madras Presidency of the insect pest which rendered the 
imposition of the prohibition necessary and the Government of India 
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appears now to have made up its mind to extend the existing instructions 
to imports of unroasted coffee to all ports in British India and seeks the 
support of Local Government and commercial bodies to a step which this 
Chamber definitely recommended in May 1920. 

The opinion then stated is strengthened by the arguments advanced in 
the Government of India’s letter of the '20th October last, which set out 
convincingly the cas ■ for a general prohibition of the import of raw coffee 
beans at any port in British India, and from any port of shipment other 
than Indian ports. 


Pro. No. 238. —Letter from Officiating Secretary to Government, 
Education and Development Department, No. 3198-D., dated 
the 28th November 1930. 

Subject :— Restrictions on the import of unroasted coffe e beat,s into Ii dia. 

In reply to your letter No. 2107-Agri., dated the 20th October 1930, I 
am directed to say that no coffee is grown on any scale in Bihar and Orissa 
or directly imported from abroad and this province is interested in the 
matter only from the point of view of consumers. So far as the local 
Government have been able to ascertain, the prohibition of the import of 
coffee into British India otherwise than in a roasted and ground condition is 
is not likely to cause any inconvenieace to local traders and consumers. 
The local Government have therefore no objection to the proposed extension 
of the existing restrictions to imports of coffee other than roasted and 
ground at all ports in British India. 


Pro. No. 239. —Letter from Officiating Secretary to the Govern¬ 
ment of Assam in the Transferred Departments, No. 3273-E., 
DATED THE 28th NOVEMBER 1930. 

Subject :—Restrictions on the import of unroasted coffee beans into India. 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 2107-Agri., 
dated the 20th October 1930, and to say that the Government of Assam 
have no objection to general prohibition of the importation of coffee, other 
than roasted and ground, into India, and have received no objection hither¬ 
to from the persons who wero consulted as possibly interested in the ques¬ 
tion. As already pointed out in this Government letter No. 5909-G. J., 
dated the 1st September 192d, very little coffee is grown in this Province, 
and so far as this Government are aware, no coffee is imported for manu¬ 
facture within the province. Neither the question of protection against 
importation of plant disease in consignments of imported seeds nor that of 
the need for affording reasonable facilities to manufacturer from imported 
beans, therefore, really affects this province. 


Pro. No. 240. —Letter from the Chief Secretary to the Government 
of Bombay, Revenue Department, No. 6334-A./24, dated the 1st 
December 1930. 

Subject :—Coffee beans. Restrictions on the import of unroasted—into 

India.. 

With reference to your letter No. 2107-Agri., dated 20th October 1930, 
I am directed by the Government or Bombay (Transferred Departments) to 
state that local commercial opinion is generally in favour of the proposal to 
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extend the existing restriction* to imports of coffee other than roasted and 
ground to ali ports in British India. <Jf the commercial IkkI i. a consulted, 
the Chamber of Commerce, Bombay, and the Lilian Merchants Chamber 
support the proposal, white the Karachi Climber of Cuinmertv intimates 
that it does not desire to express an opinion m the matter. The Karachi 
Indians Merchants’ Association has not jet communicated its views, borne 
commercial firms in Bombay dealing in the tea and coffee were also con¬ 
sulted but, with the exception of one firm, which is in fa\our of doing every¬ 
thing to protect the Indian coffee from insect p* st, have not offend any 
useful opinion. The Director of Agrieultme in this President y is in favour of 
some treatment being enforced which would destroy the in-» et at the port 
of entry without affecting the quality of product. The Government of 
Bombay, however, agree with the view express 'd by the Government of India 
that the only hope of successfully eradicating the pest ami of preventing its 
introduction into India lies in making the < xisting restrictions of oeneial 
application. They have therefore no objection to ilu extension of these 
restrictions to imports of coffee other than roasted and ground at all ports 
in British India. 


Pro. No. 241. —Letter from the Senior Secretary to the Financial 
Commissioners and Deputy Secretary to Government, Punjab, 
Development Department, No. 423 i-D., dated the 3rd December 
1930. 

Subject :— Restrictions on the import of unroasted coffee beans into lt , dia . 

With reference to your letter No. 2107/Agri., dated the 20th October 
1930,1 am directed to intimate that the Punjab Government (Ministry of 
Agriculture) accepts the proposals of the Government of India, as from 
enquiries, made, it does not think that any appreciable inconvenience will 
be caused to the public, the trade, or caterers. 


Pro. No. 242. —Letter from the Officiating Secretary to the Govern¬ 
ment of Bengal, Agriculture and Industries Department,. 

No. 5465, dated the 5th December 1930. 

I am directed to refer to your letter No. 2107-Agri., dated the 20th 
October 1930, on the restrictions on the import of unroasted coffee beans 
into India. 

2. In reply, I am to say that the Government of Bengal (Ministry of 
Agriculture) are of opinion that general restrictions on the import of nn- 
roasted coffee beans into India should be imposed and that foreign coffee 
should be both roasted and ground before import- Important commercial 
bodies who- were consulted in the matter are also of the same opinion. 


Pro. No. 243. —Letter from the Deputy Secretary to Government, 
United Provinces, Agriculture Department, No. 1307, dated 13th 
December 1930. 

Subject :— Restrictions on the import of unroasted coffee beans into India.. 

In continuation of this Government’s letter No. 694-A., dated November 
29th, 1930,1 am directed to say that the United Provinces Chamber of Com* 
meroe are also of opinion that the existing restrictions agaiust import of 
coffee other than roasted and ground coffee should be extended to all ports 
in British India. 

2. A copy of the reply of the United Provinces Chamber of Commerce 
is enclosed for information. 
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CoFY OF LETTER FROM THE SECRETARY, UNITED PROVINCES CHAMBER OF 
Commerce, Cawnpoee, to the Secretary to Government, United 
Provinces, Agriculture Department, Lucknow, No. 7000/26, dated 
the 9th December 1930. 

I am directed by the Committee of the Chamber to acknowledge the 
receipt of your endorsement No. 112H/XIIA-335, dated November 4th, 1930, 
with which you forward a copy of a letter No. 2107-Agri., dated October 
20;h, 1930, from the Government of India regarding restrictions on the 
import of unroasted coffee beans into India. 

In reply my Committee desire me to reiterate the opinion which was 
expressed in this office letter No. 21/105/2035/G. M., dated the 27th May 
1926, that they have no objection in agreeing to the proposal of the Govern¬ 
ment of India for a general prohibition of the import of unroasted coffee as 
that appears to be the only solution of the difficult problem, confronting the 
coffee plantations of South India. 


Pro. No. 244. —Letter from the Secretary to the Government op 

Burma, Local Government Department, Agriculture Department 

No. 383/0, dated the 17th December 1930. 

Subject :—Restrictions on the import of unroasted coffee beans into India. 

In reply to Sir Frank Noyce’s letter No. 2107-Agri , dated the 20th 
October 1930, I am directed to say that out cf the six local commercial bodies 
which were consulted, four are in favour of the proposal for the extension of 
the existing restrictions to imports of coffee otbor than roasted and ground 
at all poits in British India. Copies of letters from the remaining two 
commercial bodies which are opposed to it are submitted for the information 
of the Government of India. 

The Directo- of Agriculture, Burma, has no objection from the agricul¬ 
tural point of view to the proposal to prohibit the importation of unroasted 
coffee beans -nto Burma. He however, points out that coffee is grown on a 
very small scale in this Province and that any extension of cultivation 
appears to be limited by the occurrence of pests and diseases other than the 
one the introduction and spread of which it is intended to prevent by the 
total prohibition of unroasted coffee beans, and that the agricultural interests 
do not appear to be of paramount importance. 

Two statements showing the quantity and value of coffee, other than 
roasted or ground imported into the Province of Burma from the British 
Empire and foreign countries and imported coastwise from British ports in 
other provinces and within the Province and from Indian Ports not British 
from 1919-20 to 1928-29 have been compiled from the Annual Statements 
of Sea-borne trade and are enclosed. It does not appear that there are any 
re-exports. The Government of Burma (Ministry of Forests) agreeing with 
the Financial Commissioner (Transferred Subjects), Burma, thinks that the 
insect pest mentioned in the letter under reply may have other hosts besides 
coffee and, in view of the fact that there is so little cultivation of coffee in 
Burma, is not in favour of a prohibition which would hamper trade and 
which is not considered necessary for the protection of coffee plantations in 
Burma. 


Letter from the Acting Honorary Secretary, the Burmese Chamber 
of Commerce, 233, Phayre Street, Rangoon, to the Secretary to 
the Financial Commissioner (Transferred Subject), Bu,rma, No. 
701-1/30, dated the 24th November 1930. 

Subject :— Restrictions on the import of unroasted coffee beans into India. 

With reference to your letter No. 949/8-A.-132, dated the 18th Novem¬ 
ber 1930, I am directed to inform you that in the opinion of this Chamber 
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the proposed extension of the restrictions to Burma is unnecessary and 
objectionable. 


Letter from the Honorary Secretary, the Chinese Chambee of Com¬ 
merce, No. 62, Latter Street, Rangoon, to the Secretary to the 
Financial Commissioner (Transferred Subjects), Burma, dated thk 
26th November 1930. 

Subject :— Restrictions on the import of unroasted coffee beans into India. 

With reference to your letter No. 650/8A.-132, dated the 18th instant, 
I am directed to say that this Chamber is in agreement with the principle 
of the proposal of the Government of India, Department of Edncation, 
Health and Lands, to extend the existing restrictions on the import of un¬ 
roasted coffee beans into Madras Presidency to all other Ports in British 
India. But as far as its application to Burma is concerned, this Chamber 
wishes to point out that there is a limited area of coffee plantation in Burma 
and that there has been little or no export of coffee beans from Burma to 
India. Further owing to the additional cost of steamship freight it is unlikely 
that there would be any re-export of the beans to India and consequently any 
fear of the re-introduction of the weevil pest into India does not exist. It is 
therefore hoped that as far as the province of Burma is concerned, exception 
may be made when the general prohibition is effected. 




Quantity and value of coffee, other than roasted or ground, imported from the British Empire and Foreign Countries in each offioial year 

from 1919-20 to 1928-29 into the Province of Burma. 


Province of Burma. 


Countries from which imported. 

1919-20. 

1920-21. ^ 

| 

1921-22. 

1922-23. 

1923-24. 

1924-25. 

1925-28. 

1926-27. 

1927-28. 

1928-29. 

British Empire. 





Quantity in cwts. 





Straits Settlements 

1,850 

2,387 

3,619 

3,596 

3,032 

3,629 

3,49 a 

3,016 

3,894 

2,088 

Other British Possessions 



3 



- 




1 

Foreign Countries. 


\ 









Sumatra . 








134 



Java 


51 


110 

209 


14 


61 

139 

Other Countries 


1 

• M 

1 

8 

1 



3 

... 

Total 

1.850 

2,439 

3,622 

3,707 

3,429 

3,630 

9,509 

3,150 

3,968 

2,228 

British Empire. 





Value in 

: Rupees, 





Straits Settlement* . 

85,358 

93,602 

1,27,072 

1,47,105 

96,783 

1,36,388 

[ 1,68,271 

1,43,534 

1,88,582 

1,14,354 

Other British Possessions 

7 

1 

94 






36 

273 

Foreign Countries. 











Sumatra 








6,729 



Java . 


2,036 


6,525 

9,265 


741 


3,047 

8,777 

Other Countries 

43 

28 

10 

34 

259 

26 

8 

22 

283 

... 

Total 

85,411 

95,667 j 

1,27,176 

1,52,664 

1,66,297 

1,36,413 

1,69,020 

1,50,286 

1,91,948 

1,23,404 


O 


Quantity and, value of coffee, other than roasted or ground, imported coastwise from British ports in other provinces and within the province 
and from Indian ports not British in each official year from 1919-20 to 1928-29 into the Province of Burma. 


Province of Burma, 


Ports from whioh imported. 

1910-20. 

! 

1920-21. 

1921-22. 

1922-23. 

1923-24. 

1924-25. 

1925-26. 

1926 27. 

1927-28. 

1928-29. 






Quantity in owt6. 





Madras—Madras 

6 710 

6,038 

7,394 

6,772 

6,153 

6,839 

4,744 

4,226 

30,685 

3,671 

Other Ports 

610 

98 

253 

60 

651 

663 

1,283 

726 

6,533 

1,089 

Other Provinces 

30 

114 

67 

69 

95 

63 

26 

129 

866 

43 

Provincial Ports 

63 

43 

60 

36 

99 

66 

37 

78 

25 

25 

Total 

6,303 

1 

6,293 

7,763 

6,916 

6,998 

6,621 

6,090 

6,167 

37,009 

4728 






Value in R 

upees. 





Madras—Madras 

4,61,328 

3,86,048 

4,67,742 

4.63,834 

3,96,747 

5,90,261 

4,3 ,712 

3,94,176 

4,61,485 

3,32,242 

Other Ports 

34,124 

6,875 

436 

8,100 

46,772 

66,796 

81,130 

71,100 

1,12,387 

1,10,868 

Other Provinces 

2,349 

6,208 

190 

2,722 

6,408 

2,066 

2,^09 

16,180 

11,343 

2,209 

Provincial Ports 

8,986 

3,786 

452 

3,014 

8,931 

6,819 

6,222 

9.951 

2,657 

2,046 

Total 

4,91,786 

4,01,916 

4*78,120 j 

4,62,700 

4,68,861 

5,63,940 

6,23,073 

493,406 

6,80,872 

4,47.366 
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Pro. No- 245. —Notification No. 534-Agri., dated the 1st April 1931. 

In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 of 
the Destructive Insects and Pests Act, 1914 (II of 1914), and in super¬ 
session of the order published with the notification of the Government of 
India in the Department of Education, Health and Lands, No. 1343-Agri¬ 
culture, dated the 21st June 1930, the Governor General in Council is 
pleased to direct that the following further amendments shall be made 
in the order published with the notification of the Government of India 
in the Department of Revenue and Agriculture, No. 680—240, dated the 
22nd June 1922, namely— 

(1) Paragraph 8-A of the said order shall be omitted. 

(2) For paragraphs 7 and 9 of the said order, the following paragraphs 
■hall be substituted respectively, namely :— 

“ Hevea rubber plants and Hevea rubber seeds shall not be im¬ 
ported into British India from America or from the West 
Indies except by the Director of Agriculture, Madras Presi¬ 
dency. ” 

“9. Coffee plants, coffae seeds and coffee beans shall not be im¬ 
ported into British India except by the Director of Agri¬ 
culture, Madras Presidency, who shall take all measures neces¬ 
sary to ensure that such coffee plants, beans or seeds as are 
imported by him are free from plant diseases and injurious 
insects. Provided that the prohibition herein before contained 
shall not apply (i) to roasted and ground coffee, or ( ii) to a 
consignment of unroasted or unground coffee beans or seeds 
produced in India and covered by a certificate of origin in 
the form set forth in the third schedule appended hereto 
and signed by one of the authorities specified in the fourth , 
schedule appended hereto. ” 1 

(3) After the Second Schedule to the said order the following schedule j 
shall be inserted, namely :— 


“ Third Schedule. 

(Paragraph 9.) 

Certificate of origin for Indian coffee beans or seeds. 


Name of 
consignor. 

Name of 
consignee. 

Gross 

weight. 

Number of 
packages. 

Mark of 
each package. 

Name of district in 
which produced. 








Certified that the above consignment of raw coffee beans or seeds is 
Indian produce grown in the district specified above. 

No. o f Railway Receipt or Signature of certifying authority. 

No. of Bill of Lading. Signature of consignor* 

Fourth Schedule. 

(Paragraph 9.) 

Certifying authority— 

(0 The Deputy Director of Agriculture, Chickmagalur, Kadur Dis* 
trict, Mysore State, 
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(it) The Director of Agriculture and Fisheries, Travancore State, 

(Hi) The Superintendent of Agriculture and Punchayats, Cochin 
State, 

(tv) The Director of Agriculture, Madras Presidency, 

(v) Any other officer whom the Government of Madras may appoint 
in this behalf by notification in the Fort St. George 
Gazette. ” 


No. 539-Agri. 

Copy forwarded for information to all local Governments and Adminis¬ 
trations (except Burma) ; Director, Imperial Institute Agricultural Research, 
Pusa ; Commerce Department; Army Department; Central Board of Revenue ; 
Foreign and Political Department ; Legislative Department ; Imperial 
Council of Agricultural Research Department; Consul General for U. S. A., 
Calcutta; His Majesty’s Trade Commissioner, Calcutta ; 1 irector General 
of Commercial Intellegence and Statistics, Calcutta,and for publicationdn the 
Indian Trade Journal. 


Pro. No. 246 .— Letter to the Under Secretary op State for India, 
Economic and Overseas Department, No. 110-Agri., dated the 9th 
April 1931. 

Subject :—Prohibition of the importation into British I. dia of coffee other 

than roasted and ground. 

In continuation of this Department letter No. 231-Agri., dated the 
7th July 1930, I am directed to forward, for information, four copies of this 
Department’s notification No. 534-Agri., dated 1st April 1931, further 
amending the orders issued by the Governor General in Council under sec¬ 
tion 3 (1) of the Destructive Insects and Pests Act, 1914. 


Pro. No. 247 .— Letter to the Director, Imperial Institute of Entomo. 
logy, London, No. 596-Agri., dated the 9th April 1931. 

Subject :—Prohibition of the importation into British India of coffee other than 

roasted and ground. 

In continuation of this Department letter No. 1437-Agri., dated the 
7th July 1930, I am directed to forward for information a copy of this 
Department’s Notification No. 534-Agri., dated 1st April 1931, further 
amending the orders issued by the Governor General in Council under 
section 3 (1) of the Destructive Insects and Pests Act, 1914. 


Pro . No. 248 .— Letter to the Secretary to the Government of Burma, 

Local Government Department, No. 597-Agri., dated the 9th April 

1931. 

Subject :—Restrictions on the importation of coffee into British India. 

I am directed to refer to the correspondence ending with your letter 
No. 3830, dated the 17th December 1930, in which it was intimated that 
the local Government were not in favour of the proposal to prohibit the 
importation of coffee other than roasted and ground into Burma. In 
support of this view it was stated that there were no re-exports of coffee 
from Burma. Although this may be the position at present, the Gov¬ 
ernment of India doubt whether it would remain so if prohibition were 
applied to the whole of India excluding Burma. The adoption of this 
course would, in their opinion, probably result in the import of foreign 

(cQ 
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coBee into Rangoon for rc shipment to the rest of India, in spite of the ad* 
ditional freight invol ved. In these circumstances, it has been considered 
advisable to include Buimi, for the present, in the scope of the general 
prohibition to which, in conformity with the consensus of opinion, official 
and otherwise, effect has beta given in this i epartruent’s notification 
No. 534-Agri., dated the 1st April t93l (copy enclosed), which prohibits the 
import into British India of coffee plants, coffee seeds and coffee beans ex¬ 
cept by the Director of Agriculture, Madras, or unless they have actually 
been produced in India and are covered by the prescribed certificate of 
origin. 


Pro. No. 249. —Endorsement from the Foreign and Political Depart¬ 
ment, No. D.-1474/G./31, dated the 18th May 1931. 

Copy of the following is forwarded to the Department of Education 
Health and Lands, for information. 


Copy of letter from the Assistant Secretary to the Government 
of India in the Foreign and Political Department, to the 
Secretary to the Government of Bombay, Political Department, 
the Chief Secretary to the Government of Madras, and the 
Agent to the Governor General, Madras States, No. D.-1474/G./31, 
DATED THE 18TH MaT 1931. 

S bject :— Prohibition of the import into India of coffee other than roasted and 

ground. 

I am directed to refer to the correspondence ending with this Depart¬ 
ment’s letter No. D.-2476-G./30, dated the 25th July 1930, and to say that 
on further consideration it has been decided to extend the restrictions given 
effect to in the Government of India. Education, Health and Lands Depart¬ 
ment’s notification No. 1343-Agri., dated the 21st June 1930, and to 
prohibit the import into British India of all coffee, other than roasted and 
ground, except by the Director of Agriculture, Madras, or unless actually 
produced in India and covered by the prescribed certificate of origin. A 
copy of the Education, Health and Lands Department notification No. 534- 
Agri., dated the 1st Aprd 1931, on the subject is enclosed for information. 
I am to request that as on the previous occasion the Government of the 
Portuguese Settlements in South India/Government of the French Settlements 
in South India/Travancore and Cochin Durbars may be invited to co-operate 
by taking similar action in the matter and that their reply to this invitation 
may be communicated to the Government of India at an early date. 


Pro. No. 250. —Endorsement from the Foreign and Political Depart¬ 
ment, No. D.-1474/G./31, dated the 18th May 1931. 

Copy of the following is forwarded to the Department of Education, 
Health and Lands, for information. 


Copy of letter from the Assistant Secretary to the Government 
of India in the Foreign and Political Department, to the 
Hon’ble the Agent to the Governor General in the States 
of Western India and the Resident at Baroda, No. D.-1474/G /31, 
dated the 18th May 1931. 

Subject :—Prohibition of the import into India of coffee other than roasted and 

ground. 

I am directed to address you on the above-mentioned subject. 
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2. It has been repeatedly represented to the Government of India that 
a dangerous pest known as Stephanoderes hampei has been causing serious 
damage to the coffee crop in Java, Sumatra, Central Africa, Brazil and the 
West Indi s. This pest is a weevil which bores into the berries and reduces 
the yield of marketable coffee. It was therefore imperal i\ e that adequate 
measures should be taken to protect the coffee producing area in South 
India by preventing the entry of the pest through imports from abroad. 
In their notification No. 1343-Agri., dated the 21st June 19J0 (copy enclosed), 
the Government of India in the Department of Education, Health and Lands 
prohibited, with effect from the 8th August 1930, the import of unroasUd 
coffee beans into the Madras Presidency by sea or, save where the import 
was from a place within India, by land. In issuing this notification the 
Government of India were fully aware that the protection it conferred 
was limited in scope as it did not pievent the import at ports outside the 
Madras Presidency of coffee which might find its way into consumption in 
the South of India. They were, however, anxious to close the most likely 
source of infection with as little delay as pos ible pending a decision on the 
wider question of the total prohibition of the import of unroasted coffee 
beans which had been engaging their attention for some time previously. 

3. Subsequent developments greatly strengthend the case for general 
prohibition. It was brought to the notice of the Government of India that 
the pest had actually been discovered on a number of coffee estates in South 
India and that local measures for its control involving considerable expendi¬ 
ture had been rendered necessary. It was also reported that the additional 
cost of railway freight from ports outside the Madias Presidency was not 
an effective deterrent to the import of unroasted coffee beans into the Madras 
Presidency. It was thus clear that the only hope of successfully eradicating 
the pest and of preventing its reintroduction into India lay in making the 
restrictions on the import of unroasted coffee beans of general application. 
After consultation with local Governments, who were asked to obtain com¬ 
mercial opinion on the subject, it was eventually decided to prohibit the 
import into British India of coffee, other than roasted and ground, except 
by the Director of Agriculture, Madras, or unless actually produced in India 
and covered by the prescribed certificate of origin. A copy of the Govern¬ 
ment of India, Department of Education, Health and Lands’ Notification 
No. 534-Agri., dated the 1st April 1931, on the subject is attached. 

4. Simultaneously with the issue of the notification dated the 21st June 
1930 referred to in paragraph 2 above the Indian States and Foreign 
Settlements concerned in South India were invited to co-operate by prohibit¬ 
ing the import into their territojies of foreign grown unroasted coffee beans 
and they are now being asked to extend this prohibition to all coffee, other 
than roasted and ground. In order that no possible loophole may remain 
it is earnestly hoped that the Darbars of maritime states in the Western 
India tates Xgency/Baroda Durbar will agree to take similar action in the 
matter and I am to request that if you see no objection they may kindly be 
addressed to this end and their replies communicated to this Department 
at an ea;ly date. So far as the Government of India are aware there is no 
import trade in coffee of any magnitude at the Kathiawar/Baroda ports 
and the proposed prohibition is not likely therefore to cause any inconveni¬ 
ence to the Durbars/Durbar. 

fi. In addressing the Durbars of the maritime states/Baroda Durbar 
care should be taken to avoid the use of any expression derogating from the 
right of the Government of India, if dissatisfied with the action taken by 
the Government of any Indian State, to issue a notification prohibiting the 
importation of coffee, other than roasted and ground, over the land frontiers 
concerned. 8 


Pro. No. 251 .— Endorsement from the Foreign and Political Depart¬ 
ment, No. D.-1471/G./31, dated the 18th May 1931. 

Copy of the for owing is forwarded to the Department of Education, 
Health and Lands, for information. 
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Copy of letter from the Assistant Secretary to the Government 
of India in the Foreign and Political Department, to the 
Hon’ble the Resident in Mysore, No. D.-1474/G./31, dated the 
18th May 1931. 

Subject:— Prohibition of the import into India of coffee other than roasted and 

ground. 

I am directed to refer to the correspondence ending with your letter 
Ko. 7686/89 —1930, dated the 4th October 1930, and to forward for inform¬ 
ation a copy of Government of India, Education, Health and Lands 
Department’s notification No. 534-Agri., dated the 1st April 1931, which 
prohibits inter alia the import into British India of coffee, other than roasted 
and ground, except by the Director of Agriculture, Madras, or unless actually 
produced in India and covered by the prescribed certificate of origin. la 
the circumstances the necessity for the system of certification suggested by 
the Mysore Durbar to ensure that only Indian-grown coffee is imported into 
the State from oth^r parts of India does not now arise. 


Pro. No. 252. —Endorsement from the Foreign and Political Depart¬ 
ment, No. D.-1G07-G./31, dated the 21st May 1931. 

A copy of the letter from the Chief Secretary to the Government of 
Bombay, Revenue Department, No. 6334-A./24, dated the 8th May 1931, 
with enclosure is forwarded to the Department of Education, Health and 
Lands for information, in continuation of the endorsement from the Foreign 
and Political Department, Ko. D.-4681-G./31, dated the 28th November 
1930 (Agri. A, February 1931, Nos. 157—102). 


Copy of a letter from the Chief Secretary to the Government of 
Bombay, to the Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign 
and Political Department, No. 0331-A./24, dated the 8th May 
1931. 

Subject — Coffee beans. Prohibition of the importation of unroasted — into 

South India. 

With reference to Mr. Smith’s letter No. D.-2476-G./30, dated 26th 
July 1930, I am directed by the Government of Bombay (Transferred 
Departments) to forward for the information of the Government of India 
copy of the letter from the Government of Portuguese India, No. 49/19, 
dated 16th April 1931. 


Copy of a letter from the Government of Portuguese India, to the 
Secretary to the Government of the Presidency of Bombay, 
Political Department, No. 49/19, dated the 16th April 1931. 

With reference to your letter No. R. D.-6334/24-A. of the 9th March 
last, I am directed by His Excellency the Governor General to inform you 
that the importation of coffee into this territory has been regulated by the 
legislative order No. 463 of the 5th March last, published in the official 
Gazette of this Government, No. 19 of the following date. 

By the order quoted, the importation by sea into the territory of 
Portuguese India of unroasted coffee beans, whether with or without a peel, 
from any port not in British India has been prohibited. The several other 
measures suggested by the Government of Bombay have a 1 so been adopted 
and provided for in the order referred to. 



Pro. No. 253. —Letter from the Secretary to the Government of 
Madras, Development Department, dated the 8th June 1931. 

I am directed to forward the enolosed proceedings of the Madras Gov. 
eminent. No. 1311-III/31, dated the 5th June 1931. 


Madras Government Notification No. 1311/III/31, dated the 5th June 

1931. 

In exercise of the powers conferred by item (v) of the fourth schedule 
appended to the order published with the notification of the Government of 
India in the Department of Education, Health and Lands, No. 580-240, 
dated 26th June 1922, as subsequently amended, the Governor acting with 
Ministers is hereby pleased to appoint the Director of Agrioulture, Burma, 
as the authority to issue certificates of origin in respect of consignments of 
unroasted or unground coffee beans or seeds produced in Burma imported 
into the Presidency of Madras. 


Pro. No. 254. —Endorsement from the Department of Education, 
Health and Lands, No. 1119-Agri., dated the 27th June 1931. 

A copy of the Madras Government Notification No. 1311-III/31, dated 
5th June 1931, is forwarded to the Central Board of Revenue for information 
in continuation of this Department’s endorsement No. 534-Agri., dated the 
1st April 1931, 


GIPD— SJDo/EHAL—S.7.M—11 



